DOCOHEHT EESOMB 



BD 197 Bft3 

TITLE 

TNSTITOTTON 

POB DATE 
NOTE 

AVJILABLE FBOM 



ED!<S PRICE 
DESCRIPTOFS 



IDENTIFIERS 



PS 011 9Q^ 

white House Conference on Families, Listening to 
Rmerica's Families; Action for the 80»s. The Report 
to the President^ Conqress and Families of the 
Raxion, 

White House Conference on FamilieSr Washingtonr 

D.C, 

Oct 80 

2UBp..: For sutdmaryr see PS Oil 985* 

Superintendent of DocumentSr O.S* Government Printing 
Officer Washinqton^ DC 20U02 (Stock #040-000-00429-7, 
$6, 50) • 

MF01/PC10 Plus Postaqe, 

Census Figures : *Citi2en Participation: Community 
Involvement: *Conferences: Court Role; Day Care: 
Disabilities : Economic Status: Educational Needs; 
♦Family Life: Family Problems: Government Role: 
Health Needs: Hearings^ Housing Needs; Has^ Media: 
♦National Programs; National Surveys: *Policy 
Formation: * Social Action » 
♦White House Conference on Families 



ABSTRACT 

This report of the White House Conference on Families 
describes preparations for and the conauct of the National Conference 
and presents recommendations for ciction. After introductory material^ 
the report traces in section two the development^ adoption and 
ranking of the conference recommendations. Subsequently r 
recommendations made in four main areas of concern (promoting . 
economic well-being ^ confronting specific problems of families^ 
meetinq the needs '^f families^ and determining the role of major 
social institutions that influence family life) are listed. Minority 
reports by deleqates reprr>senting racial and ethnic minorities as 
well as quidelines and contact persons for implementation and 
advocacy activities? are also included in section two. The schedule of 
th€i activities of the conference: outcomes of national hearings; 
delegate selection procedures of the states: the convention of a 
research forum to provide a framework of factual information for the 
delegates: dimensions of contributions to the conference by businessr 
government and the media: census t'ata and Gallup Survey results are 
recounted in the third section. The fourth section provides an 
overview of "♦-he conference and brief reviews of events that took 
place at each of the three conference sites. Names and addresses of 
participants and delegates ^tb listed. Related materials^ including 
the alternative rankinq of recommendations , are appended in section 
five, (Author/RH) 



a|c 9|c s|c^ )^ 3^ * 9ft sf; aft s|e s|e s|t slesle # s|e 3(e 3^ sfe 3^ sfe « 3^ sfe 3^ )(s 

* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made * 

* from the original document* * 

O 3|C*3^3ft3^3^3^3^3fe3«e3fe«)e3te3|C3|C3|C3^3^3^3^3^3^3^3^3^]9(3«e34e34t34t34t 



ERIC 



WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON FAMILIES 



Listening to 



U S. OEPARTMENTOF HEALTH 
EDUCATION 4 WELFARE 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION 

THE PERSON OR ORG..'',"!'^^'' ''"O/V, 




'ON DR POLICY 



America's Families 



Action For the 80s 




T/z£ Hieport to 
Tfie Tmident, Congress and J^cmiCies 
oftfk9\(atw^ 



October, 1980 

The White House Conference on Families 
330 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington. D.C, 20201 



2 



FEB 2 3 1981 



Table of Contents 



2 • White House Conference on Families 



Section I: Introducdon 

A Presidential Commitment 4 

The National Advisorj' Committee: 

Guiding the Process 6 

Message from the Chair: 

Agenda for Action 8 

Section II: Recominen€lations and Strategies for Action 

Introduction to the Recommendations i8 

How They Ranked 18 

How They Developed 21 

Who Adopted Them 24 

The Conference Recommendations: Shaping the Agenda 25 

Families and Economic Well-Being 25 

Economic [Assures 25 

FaTnilies and Work 31 

Tar Policy 33 

Income Security 42 

Hoinemakers 45 

Families: Challenges and Responsibilities 48 

Preparation far Marriage and Family Life 48 

Specific Supports far Families 52 

Parents and Children 55 

Family Violence 59 

Substance Abuse 62 

Families und Aging 66 

Families and Human Needs 70 

Education 70 

Health 73 

Housing 76 

Child Care 80 

Handicapping Conditions 83 

Families and Major Institutions 87 

Government 87 

MedUi 92 

Community IrL'ititutiotis 90 

Law and tlie Judicial System 100 

Special Concerns: Voting Analysis and Minority Reports 104 

Implementation and Advocacy: Recommendations to Reality 120 



EKLC 



Listening to America's Familie's • 3 



Section III: A Year of Preparation 

A Year of Listening and Action i3o 

Conference Goals J32 

Conference Themes 133 

Hearings: Families Speak Out 

State Activities: Selecting Delegates and Issues 144 

Research Forum: Building a Factual Framework 157 

National Organizations: Mobilizing for Action 165 

Corporate Task Force: Implications for the Workplace 169 

Intergovernmental Cooperation: Government-wide Focus on Families 171 

Media: Rediscovering Families 174 

Census Data: Facts on Families i76 

The Gallup Survey: An In-Depth Look at Families 180 

Section IV: The White House Conferences — Debate and Consensus 

Conference Overview ioq 

The White House Conference in Baltimore 192 

The White House Conference in Minneapolis 204 

The White House Conference in Los Angeles 215 

The WHCF National Task Force: Consolidating the Vpices 228 

Secrtion V: Appendix 

Appendix A: The President's Call for the Conference 234 

Appendix B: The President's Challenge to the Conference 235 

Appendix C: White House Conference Materials 238 

Appendix D: Alternative Ranking of Recommendations 240 

Appendix E: Acknowledgements 242 

Appendix F: Staff 248 



- 4 

ERIC 



Listctwiir to Anwriva !s F(imilu\'^ • 5 

"I want the conference to be a catalyst foi* a new awareness in the 
government which I head, and also in state and local 
governments thi oughout this nation, ot* the importance of 
families and the needs of families. A catalyst for a pei iod of 
intense reassessiiient of programs and policies. Where 
government is helpful to families, let it be strengthened. Where 
government is harmful to families, let it be changed. 

"This country is looking to you in this confeicnce foi- constructive 
suggestions on how our society can help, not just government, 
but the enure society, in all its public and private aspects, how we 
jointly can help American families of all kinds. I hope that you 
will recommend specifically things that the government can do oi* 
stop doing in order to sti engthen families, but I hope you will go 
much deeper Look for creative and compassionate .solutions to 
the problems of families that have already been presented by 
those hundreds of thousands of Americans, and those that will be 
presented to you, directly or indirectly, through these three 
conferences, and then consider who can best can y out your 
recommendations, or how^ those recommendations ^an be cai ried 
out. 

"I will do all I can to ensiu'e that your work does not end just as a 
report on the shelves in Washington. Vd like to remind you that 
in the past, there have been very few White House Conferences. 
When there have been White House Conferences, they have 
almost invariably spurred this country to major and constructive 
change. 

"We can build an America w^here the powerful forces of inevitable 
change in a modern life don't endanger the basic structuie of 
family life, but strengthen the foundation of family life. And we 
can build an America where the policies of our national life as a 
family grow out of the needs of millions of individual families 
that make up our gieat nation." 

President Jimmy Carter 

Baltimore, Maryland 
June 5, igSo 
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This year of 
listening and 
involvement far 
exceeded our 
expectations. 
99 



America is lediscoveriiig its families. Otir goveiiimeiit, 
media, and othei* huge institutions are renienibeiing what 
most Americans never forgot — we live in families. President 
(>anei- called this Conference becatise he believed "official 
America had lost touch with family .America.'' He felt that a gap had 
developed in the way govei iimeiil and other major instittitions make 
decisions, that thcie was no consciotis concern foi* how those deci- 
sions help, hurt or ignore fam\ilies. As a result, we have policies which 
undermine family stability, programs intended to help families but 
which hurt them instead, and many efforts which do not serve 
families as well as they cotild becatise they ignore familv lies and 
infhiences. 



A Year of Listening and Involvement 

The President sought to close this gap by bringing together 
scholais. pul:)lic officials, leaders of religiotis and coinnuinity 
groups and, most important, American families themselves in the 
first White House Conference on Families. He directed us to "reach 
out" and listen to ordinary .American families. We have taken the 
Conference to the people in 14 days of national hearings, and r>()0 
forums and conferences at the state and community level. We have 
done this not in one conference in Washingion, but three White 
House Conferences in Baltimore, Minneapolis, and Los Angeles. 
This approach is far more open, poses greater risks and insures more 
controversy, btit it also permitted tis to tap deep and geiuiine feelings 
about the strengths and difficulties of American families and to lay 
the groundwork for jMactical action to strengllien and stipporl 
families. ^ 

The results of this year of listening and iiivolvemeiil far ex- 
ceeded otir expectations: 

• More than 2,000 individuals came forth to share their personal 
stories and family concerns at otir f otirteen clays of hearings in places 
like Hartford, Nashville, Seattle and Linsborg, Kansas. 

• More than 125,000 Americans Joined in selecting delegates and 
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issues in 500 state forums, hearings and conferences. 

• Many of the nation's best minds shared their insights at our 
National Research Forum on Families in Washington. 

• A crossisection of American families spoke out through the first 
comprehensive national poll on families conducted by the Gallup 
Organization. 

• Two thousand delegates at three White House Conferences 
worked together to hammer out an agenda for families. 

• A National Task Force of more than 100 Conference representa- 
tives summarized the delegates' proposals and began the task of 
converting words to action. 

What WeSre Learned 

We've discovered that Americans care passionately about their fami- 
lies. Families are our most important institution, the glue that holds 
this society together. No alternative can replace it or improve on it. 

We learned that families are under unprecedented economic, 
social and even political pressures — and that our major institutions 
are too often a source of these pressures. Many families are overcom- 
ing them and prevailing. Many others are struggling and some have 
been overwhelmed and broken. 

WeVe learned that our families are enormously diverse — 
regionally, racially, ethnically and structurally Discrimination and 
poverty intensify the pressures facing families, but all families are 
finding it more difficult to cope with contemporary challenges. At 
the same time, we've learned that families of difierent races, regions 
and backgrounds share values and commitments of love, support, 
fidelity and responsibility toward their families. 

We've learned that people are unwilling to put up with the 
continued neglect and harm to our families thatcome from thought- 
less action and misdirected policies within our major social institu- 
tions. Families are moving from apathy to anger to action. They insist 
on changes in unresponsive and insensitive policies. 

AnAgiendafar Action 

Finally, we've learned that families agree far more than they disagree 
on how to make our institutions more sensitive to their needs. By 
Qverwhelming margins, they are challenging business and labor to 
consider new policies and practices in the workplace to reduce the 
conflict between responsibilities as parents and employees. They 
want to take a hard look at flexible job schedules, more sensitive leave 
and transfer pgliipies, child care at the workplace and other family- 
oriented personnel policies. 

They strongly support increased efforts to prevent and treat 
drug and alcohol abuse, a major threat to family stability. They want 
specific changes in our Social Security and health policies to encour- 
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Being 
present at a gathering 
of such a large group of 

individuab ivhose 
concern is the welfare 
of the family gives me 
hope for the future and 

confidence that the 
family will endure. My 
sons are too young to 
appreciate the 
significance of this 
conference but, in time, 
they win be proud that 
their father had a 
role in it. 

Edwin V. Gadecki, South Burlington, 
Vermont 




age care of elderly and disabled persons by their families rather than 
by strangers in institutions. They want to put an end to the unin- 
tended but still destructive tax, welfare, health and other govern- 
mental policies which discriminate against marriage and help break 
up families. They are insisting that government explicitly examine 
the impact of laws, rules and programs on the strength of families. 
They support greater assistance support for families with handi- 
capped members and great recognition and equity for women who 
choose to be full-time homemakers. 

They are also calling for the media to be more supportive of 
family values and stop over-emphasizing sex, violence and 
stereotypes. They strongly support efforts to combat racism, discrim- 
ination in employment and housing, and unemployment. They are 
calling for increased efforts to combat family violence and adolescent 
pregnancy They support a variety of child care options. They want 
changes in our courts to diminish conflict and increase sensitivity. 
They are called for family life education and a real partnership 
between parents and teachers. In short, they want to replace the lip 
service families have been receiving with changes in policy which put 
families at the center of decision making. They want to trade rhetoric 
for genuine action. 

This agenda comes not from some book or study, but from the 
voices and votes of thousands of Americans. It will disappoint those 
on both political extremes who use "family" as a new ideological code 
word. It will also disappoint those who predicted that the Conference 
would produce only conflict and dissension. It will surely disappoint 
those who said ordinary people could not discuss these issues because 
they were too complex or emotional. These proposals came from the 
most open process ever tried in a White House Conference. More 
than 80 percent of the delegates were selected by the states; many 
were elected. This Conference insisted that racial minorities and the 
pcor had to be involved and that family professionals could not 
outnumber the people they serve. 

This report is not the product of an elite Washington task force 
or blue ribbon committee. It did not spring forth from some gov- 
ernment bureau or academic think tank. And it shows. It's not as tidy 
or carefully balanced as the traditional final report. Our footnotes 
and tables won't compare with the conventional conference analysis. 
But this Conference has felt and reflected the fears, passions and 
hopes of thousands of people. 

ifvercoming Fears 

When we began our work some felt that WHCF would just be an 
exercise in nostalgia, ignoring changes in families and our society. 
Others felt we would seek to redefine the family and focus on 
extremes and aberrations. Still others felt the Conference could be a 
springboard for increased governmental intrusion into family life or 
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; a platform for destructive ideological conflict. 

Those fears have been dissolved by the realities of this Confer- 
ence. This Conference dealt with the situation of family life today ; it 
reflected both the tensions and opportunities of our time and society. 
We did not focus on the bizarre or extreme. We did not redefine the 
family. Thanks to the good sense and good will of most of those who 
participated, we found broad areas of agreement which cut across 
racial, religious, political and ideological lines. The Conference 
reflected the divisions and tensions in the country on abortion and 
other difficult issues, but it also demonstrated the consensus that 
exists for new directions in personnel policies, elimination of the bias 
against families in the nation's tax, social security and health policies, 
and greater support for families with handicapped members and 
full-time homemakers. 

While some partisan interests sought to polarize the Confer- 
ence, the overwhelming number of ^delegates found ways to work 
together and forge a creative agenda for families, an agenda which 
does not mean more government interference or regi?lation of 
family life. No one wants government in our bedrooms or nurseries 
telling us who's a good husband or a good mother Government can't 
love a child or comfort an ill or aged parent. But we can't ignore the 
real influence of government in our lives. If a family pays taxes, sends 
their children to public school, pays into or receives assistance from 
social security or is involved in any health or human needs program, 
or has been touched by divorce, adoption or foster care, then 
government touches that family. Our task is to insure that when 
government touches our families, it helps instead of hurts — that it 
supports instead of undermines. 

The tensions within this Conference were real. Minorities 
feared they would be excluded and their issues ignored. Thanks to 
the hard work of a variety of coalitions, enforcement of non-discrim- 
ination and affirmative action requirements and appointments by 
Governors and the WHCF, racial and ethnic minorities were repre- 
sented at levels greater than their presence in the population. Their 
I: concerns about discrimination, jobs, housing, and respect for cul- 
tural differences received broad support from the delegates. The 
delegates understood that racism and discrimination undermine 
: millions of families. 

Some feared that concerns for traditional families would be 
ignored and their issues would be overwhelmed by professionals in 
fiauTiily service. Their voice and votes were heard. A traditional 
definition of a family was the only definition adopted, and their 
concerns about recognition for full-time homemakers, the insensitiv- 
ity of government, the preoccupation of media with sex and violence, 
and the problems of drug and alcohol abuse became high priorities 
; for the Conference. 

In short, no organized interest was able to dominate the Confer- 
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Yes 

something good can 
come out of the White 
House Conference on 
Families and I believe it 
has. Not perfect and not 
unanimous but 
basically supportive 
oframilies. 

Reverend Bob Blumer 
South Carolina Delegate 

»«- 
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ences. This obviously disappointed the lobbies of the far right and far 
left. The majority of delegates were moderates, anxious to avoid the 
labels, rigid programs and predetermined agendas of ideological 
activists. With their votes, they sent a very simple message: Families 
matter They are the center of our individual lives and the founda- 
tion of our common life as a society Most of us do not live in a 
vacuum, but live our lives in the warm and challenging embrace of 
our families. 

Basic Values 

In this report, you will find the recommendations of the delegates. 
They set forth a new policy toward families in our land; I think that 
policy reflects several basic shared values. 

1. Reality. Their proposals are based on the realities of family life 
today. They firmly reject the pundits who say families are dying or 
unimportant. They also reject those who want to ignore the changes 
and new pressures affecting families. Most families are neither "the 
Waltons" or some version of a counter-culture commune; policies 
designed for either one will fail. A family policy must be based on 
facts, not wishful thinking or overblown projections of change. 

2. Confidence. The delegates believe there is a enormous strength 
and vitality in American families. They refuse to be paralyzed by the 
problems or preoccupied with pathologies. There are enormous 
resources of strength and self-help within families. 

3. Compassion. The delegates recognize that a variety of pressures 
are undermining families — racism, discrimination, insensitive in- 
stitutions, economic and social stress. They expect government and 
other institutions to assist families overwhelmed by these pressures. 
They reject the notion that government is all good or all bad. They 
understand that government has a responsibility where other institu- 
tions fail or where simple justice demands it. 

4. Sensitivity. At a minimum, they want government and other 
major institutions to stop hurting families. They want to remove the 
biases in policy which work against families in their struggles to cope 
with today's challenges. They want to replace neglect with an active 
concern for strengthening families. 

5. Pluralism. Delegates understand the regional, racial, ethnic and 
religious diversity of this country. They support a pluralism which 
recognizes and appreciates cultural differences. For example, His- 
panic families want their extended families and their cultural tra- 
ditions seen as a real support for families. This respect for differences 
does not and cannot obscure the shared values which unite families 
across region J, racial and religious lines. 

6. Choice. They want families to choose what's best for them, not 
resign themselves to choices forced on them by government policy or 
other pressures. A woman should be able to choose a career in the 
home or outside the home, based on her needs and the needs of her 



(tfaim of economic pressures or a lack of opportunity, 

■i^^ han^^^^ member should be free to pursue his or her 

tgoals, not limited by patronizing attitudes or policies which reinforce 
Mependence. Likewise, an aging parent should choose a living 
jlisituation based on personal needs and desires of family not on the 
quirks of federal financial incentives. 

7. Empowerment. Families must find vehicles to speak out and 
insure accountability from decision makers. Institutions — whether 
media, government and business — need to hear and need their 
voices. 

8. Commitment. The delegates understand that the fefFort to re- 
place neglect with sensitivity will be a difficult one requiring changes 
in attitudes, policies and programs. Commited advocates are re- 
quired to cut through the ideological crossfire and rhetorical lip 
service to ensure that change really takes place. 



From Words to Action 



There is a lot of talk these days about who is "pro-family." It doesn't 
matter who captures the name, who gets the headlines or who 
raises more money. It doesn't matter whose campaign it helps or 
what organization grows. What really matters is whether policies 
change, whether decisions take into account what happens to fami- 
lies. If you want to know who is "pro-family," look beyond the 
rhetoric and ask who is really at work at the crucial proposals made by 
the delegates to the White House Conference on Families. 

The results of this Conference are only now beginning to 
emerge. The signs of action on the marriage tax penalty is an 
indication of renewed concern for families. The growing coverage of 
family issues in the media is another. The high levels of activity in the 
religious community is a major plus for families. The growing 
interest of the business community and labor movement in family- 
oriented personnel policies are signals of a real opportunity for 
families. Even the competition over families by political interest 
groups, political parties and candidates reflects an opportunity. 

This opportunity could be lost, however, in a denial of the 
realities of family life today, in a nostalgic search for easy answers, in a 
sensational focus on the most bizarre and extreme, or a bitter 
partisan and idological conflict over families. But our success this 
summer bodes well for this rediscovery of families. The greatest 
danger is that families could be a passing fad in policy, a new code 
word for old solutions or shift in rhetoric with no change in policy. 
That is why our Conference did not end in Los Angeles last July and 
that is why the President and Congress urged us to set aside a 
significant, though limited, amount of our budget for a follow-up 
period of implementation and advocacy. 
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Change win 
take place because of 
this conference. We 
may not know when it 
wffl happen, we may 
not even be able to see 
it, but it wiU OCCUR 

Joyce Turner. New York Delegate 
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opening session of WHCF in Baltimore. 
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:In closing I want to pay tribute to the people who made this 
: conference possible. 

lb President Carter who had the vision to call this Conference, the 
; courage to see it through and the good sense to involve families 
themselves. 

lb our National Advisory Committee who guided this effort and 
gave so generously their time and energy to insure its success. Their 
commitment to the shared values of families, despite different 
backgrounds and beliefs, made this Conference work, 
lb the WHCF staflF whose endless hours of hard and competent 
work made it happen. 

lb the Governors and State Coordinators who, with litde time and 
no federal money, made this conference come alive in the 500 
forums and conferences at the state level. 

lb the delegates who had the good judgement and good will to find 
areas of agreement that constitute a real agenda of action for 
, families. 

And most important, to the more than 125,000 Americans and 
their families who participated in the Conference and demonstrated 
how important and overdue this attempt to strengthen and support 
our families really is. 

I would be unable to place the White House Conference on 
Families into proper perspective without paying a special tribute to 
its very able executive director, John L. Carr. In addition to contribut- 
ing a deep commitment and sensitivity to the concerns of American 
families, John brought to the Conference superb qualities of leader- 
ship and management matched only by his insatiable appetite for 
hard work. His organizational skills and sense of direction made the 
Conference go. And finally, but no less important, he never lost his 
sense of humor. 

With the continued hard work of all these people and others 
who share their commitment to families, I am confident that this 
coming decade will see the issues affecting American families take 
center stage in American public life. 




The 

greatest danger is that 

families could be a 
passing fad in policy, a 
new code work for old 
solutions or shift in 
rhetoric with no 
change in policy. 



WHCF Executive Director John L. Carr and 
Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker 
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A Person€il Note 



Somewhere 
between the views of the 
extreme conservatives 
(who believe 
goverranent has no 
Dusiness in family 
matters) and the 
extreme liberals (who 
want eveiything done 
for the family bv the 
govemment)^ we are 
tiying to find as many 
helpful answers to 
family problems as 
possible* 

Letter to the editor, 
KiU deer (N. Dakota} Herald 
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This year of listening has been an extraordinary experience for me 
personally In my previous eight years in elected office as a prosecut- 
ing attorney, state attorney general and member of the U.S. Con- 
gress, I cannot remember a single witness coming before a govern- 
ment forum to discuss the impact of a law, rule or case on the strength 
and stability of families. They talked about the economic, racial, 
political dimensions of issues, what interest group or region of the 
country would be affected, but not once about how families would be 
afiFected as families. That tells us something of the neglect and 
ignorance we have to overcome. 

I also remember coming out of twelve hours of our WHCF 
hearings in Nashville, Tennessee after listening to case after case of 
insensitivity or neglect toward families. I picked up a newspaper and 
read about a major controversy in Tennessee — how the Tellico Dam 
project had been halted out of concern for the snail darter, a 
two-inch-long fish. I thought then how ironic it was that a fish had 
more rights and respect in government decision making than our 
families currently have. I hope these personal experiences will be 
seen as legacies of a bygone era which is giving way to a new 
commitment to support and strengthen our families. I cannot 
believe that a humane society which wisely acts, and sometimes 
sacrifices, to protect the habitat of animal species, will fail to act and 
make similar sacrifices to protect the natural environment of the 
human species — our families. 

Jim Guy Hicker 

Chairperson 

White Ho7ise Conference on Families 
Little Rock, Arkansas 
September 12, igSo 
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The 

usefulness of the 
conference lies not in 
disagreements over 
controversial topics^ 
but in agreements on 
less exciting issues. 

Bend (Ore.) Bulletin 
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From the outset, developing an agenda to strengthen and 
support families was the basic Conference objective. All the 
hearings, state forums and national activities focused on this 
goal, with the Conference agenda itself drawn direcdy from 
the top concerns expressed by the states. While the Conference 
format was designed to help delegates develop, refine and choose 
recommendations, no one could anticipate the outcome. Some 
predicted only dissension and conflict. Others expected only vague 
generalities. 

To the surprise of many, the delegates reached broad agreement 
on a wide range of specific proposals to change our nation's laws, 
policies and programs. Three-fourths of the delegates agreed on 
three-fourths of the recommendations. Thirty-four proposals were 
adopted at all three Conferences, eflFectively dismissing fears about 
the multi-Conference format fragmenting the national view. The 
proposals called for major changes in the ^ay our government and 
other institutions treat families, and pinpointed those areas where 
the changes should take place. 

Top Recommendations 

The top recommendations adopted at all three Conferences and 
ranked by percentage of "Yes" votes were these: 

1. A call for family-oriented personnel policies — flextime, leave 
policies, shared and part-time jobs, transfer policies. (92,7%) 
2* New eflforts to prevent alcohol and drug abuse — education and 
media initiatives. (92.7%) 

3. Major changes in the tax code to eliminate the marriage tax 
penalty, revise inheritance taxes, and recognize homemakers, 
(92.1%) 

4. Tax policies to encourage home care of aging and handicapped 
persons. (92.0%) 

5. Greater assistance to families with a handicapped member — tax 
credits, financial help, etc. (91%) 

6. A call for systematic an^ysis of all laws, regulations and rules for 
their impact on families. (90,4%) 
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^• iESorts to increase public awareness and sensitivity towards per- 
^;s6ris With handicapping conditions, (90.1%) 

v|8. Government eflforts to assist handicapped persons — enforce 
j;;existihg laws, etc. (89.8%) 

Ii:9. Encourage independence and home care for aging persons — tax 
^incentives, housing programs. (89%) 

; 10, More equitable economic treatment of full-time homemakers — 
; Social Security changes, programs for displaced homemakers. 

>:(87.4%) 

1 11, Reform of Social Security — eliminate biases against families, 
$ marriage, homemakers. (84.9%) 

J: 12. Increased pressure on media to curb excess violence, sex, 
; stereotypes. (83.4%) 

13. Increased eflforts to combat employment discrimination. (83%) 

14. Support for family violence prevention eflforts services. (82%) 
13. Involvement of families in improved family support services and 
self-help eflforts. (81.5%) 

16. Support for full employment — implement Humphrey-Hawk- 
ins Act, job creation eflforts. (81.4%) 

17. Development of coherent energy and inflation policy. (79.4%) 
: 18. Promote and support a variety of child care choices — home, 

community and center based care and parental choice. (79%) 

19. Improved tax incentives for family housing. (78.3%) 

20. Increased eflforts to prevent and deal with adolescent pregnancy. 
: (77.9%) 

A more complete and detailed ranking of all the Conference 
; recommeindatipns is found on the accompanying chart. 



When I was 
twelve years old my 
mother went to work 
full time because my 
father became 
unemployed. The 
famify situation 
became very tense, very 
uptight ancf frustrating. 
There was little or no 
time for us kids spent 
with mom and dad. 
Often dad brought his 
frustrations home to us 
and u'as easily angry. 

Anita Rin^o, 15-year-old. 
Detroit Hearing 
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magnificent experience. 
iVe been recalling the sic 
wliole diversity of tlie 
people I worlced with, 

argued against and 
listened to. IVe gotten 
this whole new set of 

insights that win IS 
blossom over time. pe 

Rabbi Nicholas L, Behrmann. 
Baltimore Sun 
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T^Hb 310 at-large delegates were chosen to fill gaps in areas 
§;! significantly under-represented in state delegations — a process 
traditionally used by White House Conferences to supplement the 
delegate makeup. Criteria included adequate representation of ra- 
i cial and ethnic minorities, national organizations, and individuals 
;i with demonstrated expertise. The NAC also mandated that not 
; more than half of all the delegates could be professionals in family 
^ fields or services. Only one of the 310 at-large delegates, for example, 
; was an official of the federal government. 

The delegates reflected the diversity of this country to a remark- 
able degree. The vast majority (more than 70%) were married with 
children; thirteen percent were single parents. There were more 
women (60%) than men (40%) and significant numbers of delegates 
were over 50 years of age (14%) and under 30 (10%). More than a 
quarter of the delegates came from racial and ethnic minority 
communities. More than 14% were Black, 7.3% were Hispanic, 2% 
were Native American and 2% were Asian Americans. More than 
10% came from families with incomes under $8,000 a year. One of 
every twenty delegates (5%) had a handicapping condition. Profes- 
sionals in family service (40%) were far outnumbered by people who 
did not earn their living serving families (60%). They were conserva- 
tives, liberals, and moderates, from small towns and big cities, from 
every religious background and cultural identity 

H€sw They Developed The Recommendations 

The delegates came together in Baltimore, Minneapolis and Los 
Angeles to face, the challenging task of producing a set of com- 
prehensive recommendations in less than three days. They had 
plenty of raw material to work from — 7 national hearings, 5,000 
state recommendations, national organization recommendations, 
the Gallup Survey results, and their own expertise and experi- 
; ence.All these Conference materials and issues had been organized 
into a broad framework under four major topics and twenty issue 
groups: 

In essence, the process involved the movement of recommenda- 
tions through three groups of delegates workgroups of 30-40 per- 
sons, topic sessions of about 125-175 persons, and plenary meetings 
of the entire Conference. 

Workgroups: Prior to the Conferences, delegates were assigned to 
One of twenty small groups on the basis of their own preferences. 
Using recommendations from the state meeting and the experience 
of their members, the workgroups were responsible for developing 
three recommendations in a specific area under one of four topic 
umbrellas. On Thursday evening, the workgroup members became 
acquainted with each other and the Conference procedures and 
informally discussed their respective issues. No votes or motions 
were taken. On Friday morning, the small groups reconvened to 



I asked my 
son Patrick, 'What 
makes a family strong?' 
He said, 'Families that 
put up the Christmas 
tree together.' 

Kay NfcGowan. Detroit Hearing 
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Topics and Issues 



• Families and Economic Weil-Being 

1 . Economic Pressures 

2. Families and the Workplace 

3. 'Tax Policies 

4. Income Security 

5. Status of Homemakers 

• Families: Challenges and 
Responsibilities 

6. Preparation for Marriage and Family 
Life 

7. Specific Supports for Families 

8. Parents and Children 

9. Family Violence 

10. Substance Abuse 

11. Aging and Families 

• Families and Human Needs 

12. Education 

13. Health 

14. Housing 

15. Child Care 

16. Handicapping Conditions 

• Families and Major Institutions 

17. Government 

18. Media 

19. Community Institutions 

20. Law 
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The 

delegates seemed 
determined not to let 
the more emotional 
and political issues that 
dominated many of the 
state conferences 
obscm*e their more 
critical concerns. 

. 7^ Boston Globe 



develop, discuss, adopt and prioritize recommendations. The ret- 
ommendations had to be "germane" — direcdy related to the subject 
of the wor|cgroup. At this point, amendments were considered and 
discussion moved between those favoring and those opposing a 
recommendation or amendment. At the end of the session, the 
workgroup selected the top three recommendations by written ballot 
from among those receiving a majority vote. The next step for the 
three recommendations was one of the four Topic Sessions. 
Topic Sessions: The four Topic groups, made up of 127-175 per- 
sons, met Friday afternoon at each Conference to review and vote on 
the recommendations from each of the workgroups in their area, 
with equal time given each workgroup. The three recommendations 
from the workgroups were considered first, then amendments. Each 
of the four topic groups sent a maximum of three recommendations 
from each, workgroup to the plenary session. 
Voting Plenary Session: The voting plenary — final step of the 
recommendation process — convened Saturday morning, with time 
equally divided between the four topics. Speakers for and against the 
recommendations were selected at random. Delegates then voted on 
the recommendations by written ballot indicating whether they 
agreed strongly or moderately or disagreed strongly or moderately. 
A total of 166 recommendations which came from the Topic Sessions 
were approved in the plenary session at the three Conferences. Nine 
were defeated by votes of the Conference, 
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Haw to Use the 
Materials on the 
Recommendations 

In the pages which follow are summaries 
of the recommendations which were 
adopted in each issue area. The summary 
statements were developed and reviewed 
by the 1 15-member Task Force in August. 
They highlight the major proposals out- 
lined in a group of recommendations. 
They describe points of agreement on rec- 
ommendations as well as indicate areas of 
difference among the three Conferences. 
They make no attempt to reconcile policy 
differences that appear among recom- 
mendations. 

The summaries are accompanied by the 
full text of all recommendations in chart 
form. There are charts for each of the 
twenty workgroups. These charts have 
been organized to show the similarities 
and/or differences among recommenda- 
tions adopted at the three Conferences. 
They provide an across-the-board look at 
the voting in Baltimore. 

The recommendations are presented by 
issue under the appropriate major topic 
area. In cases where recommendations 
dealing with the same or similar topics 
were adopted by more than one work- 
group, they are grouped together to pro- 
vide a complete listing of all recommenda- 
tions on a particular subject. 

Read the chart horizontally to deter- 
mine what each Conference said on a par- 
ticular issue. Within the charts are con- 
tained the following piecesof information: 

• The Conference at which the recom- 
mendation wasadopted (e.g., Baltimore in 
the left column, Minneapolis in the middle 
and Los Angeles in the right column). 

• The number of the recommendations at 
the Conference. This is listd as ID # 

• The workgroup which originally passed 
the recommendation. This is listed in ab- 
breviated form above the recommenda- 
tion using the abbreviations in the accom- 
panying table. 

• The subject that the recommenda- 
tion(s) deals with (e.g.. Full Employment). 

• The actual vote count (e.g., 450 (yes) — 
150 (no)). 

• The percentage of those voting "yes" 
based on the total number of votes cast for 
that particular recommendation (e.g., 
90%). 
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Ranking of Recommendations 



These 
strong families 
make a strong nation. 
Isnt a strong family' 
policy just as taiportant 
as a strong 
defense policy? 

Sharon Bailey, Denver Hearing 
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This chart reflects the level of support 
for specific proposals across all three 
Conferences is a Conference recommen- 
dation. The vast majority of recommenda- 
tions passed by margins of more than 3-L 

This ranking process is based on the 
charts viewed and adopted by the National 
Task Force. It assumes that recommenda- 
tions adopted at all three Conferences 
rank higher than those adopted at two, 
which rank higher than those adopted at 
only one. Recommendations adopted by 
the same number of Conferences are 
ranked on the basis of the percentage of 
**yes" votes compared to "no" votes. Where 
a specific proposal is made in several rec- 
ommendations, the total yes and no votes 
are added and the overall percentage is 
used. In each item ranked, the recom- 
mendation number and Conference are 
listed in abbreviated form (B-Baltimore, 
M-Minneapolis, L-Los Angeles). Because 
of the complexities of three groups of del- 
egates adopting different sets of recom- 
mendations, this chart can only approxi- 
mate the priorities of delegates. 




Recommendations 
Adopted at All 
Three Conferences 

Ranked by Percent of Yes Votes 
at Conferences 



Percent 
Rank Subject Approved 

1. A Call Tor Kaniily-Oricnted Personnel 92.7 
Policies — flcxtimc. better leave 

pulicies. shared and part* lime Jobs, 
transfer policies. 
(B 5; M 4: LA 4) 

2. New EfTorls to Prevent Alcohol antl 92.7 
prijg .Abuse — education and media 
initiatives. 

( 28: M 28; LA 28) 

3. Major Changes in 'Hix Code— 92. 1 
eliminate the marriage tax penalty. 

revise inheritance taxes, recogni/e 
homemakers. 

(B 8, is: M 7, 9. /5; LA 8, 9. tj) 

4. 'Hix policies to Encourage Home Care 92.0 
or Aging and Handicapped person.s. 

(B 33' '5. i2, 46, 48, 33: 

M 30, /5. S> H: I-A 3j, y, 4J) 

5. Greater Assistance to Families with a 91.0 
Handicapped Member — tax credits, 

hnancial help, etc. 
(B 46: M 44: LA 47) 

6. A Call Tor Systematic .Analysis of All 90.4 
Laws. Regulations and Rules for 

Their Impact on Families. 
(B 47; M 4y, LA 48) 

7. Efforts to Increase Public Awareness 90.1 
and Sensitivity Towards Persons with 
Handicapping Conditions. 

(B 50; M 49: lA }o) 

8. Government Efforts to As.sist 89.8 
Handicapped Persons — enforce 

existing laws. etc. 

(B 48; M 46: LA 47, 46) 

9. Encourage Indeifcndence and Home 98.0 
Care for Acing Persons — tax 

incentives, iioiLsing programs. 
(B 32: i\{ 30. 32; LA 31, 32) 

10. More Eouitalile Economic Treatment 87.'1 
of Full-Time Homemakers — .Social 

Security changes, displaced 
honienuikcrs programs. 
{R 141 M 14: LA to) 

11. Reform of Social Security — eliminate 84.9 
bias toward families, marriage, 
homemakers. 

(R It, 3i:M 31: LA loi 

12. Increased Pressure on Media to Curb 8H.4 
Excess Violence, Sex. Stereotypes — 
grievances, rating system. 

pornography. FCC: actions. 
(B S4:M S3. S4:LAs3' 52) 

13. Increased Efiorls to Combat 8.^.0 
Employment Discriininaiion. 

(B 3. 5.''^'5.5. />>i t.5) 
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14. 
15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

21. 
22. 
2S. 



Support' Tor Family Viotciicc 
Preveniion Enbnsaiul Services. 
(B 2}, 26: M 2^: LA 2^) 

Invoivemcni or Families in Iiiiprovetl 
SL^p<irt Ser\'iccs nnd Selr Help 

(B 19: M i^:L\20) 

Support fur Full Einployineni — 
im piemen I Humplirey*H;iwkins Aci. 
job creation ciTuri. 
(B /. 4, 12: M 2, 6, 1 2: LA 6) 

Development orC'ohereni Kncr|;y 
and Innaiion Policy. 
(B 2;M i:LA2) 

Proinoie and Support a Variety of 
Child Care Choices — home, 
comniunitv and center ba.sed. 
prental choice. 
(B 44; M 42; LA 44. 4f) 

Improved Tax Incentives for 
Housing. 

(B 40, 55; M 40: LA 40) 

Increased Efforts lo Preveni and Deal 
with Adolescent Pregnancy 
(B 23: M 22: LA 23) 

Increased Child (^are Funding. 
(B43;M 42; U\44) 



(B 9; Af § ;"m 9) 

Adequate Wet Tare Assistance to 
Families — etiniinaie provisions which 
reipiirc Tathers to leave home, etc. 
(B yi:M to; LA it) 

24. Support for Family IUk Credits — 
savings plans, etc. 
(B 7;M8;LA 7} 

Increased Family Life Kdiicaticni 
(B 16; M tj, 1 8; L\ i6, ty. 18) 

Family Services and Special Needs — 
nuclear, extended, single-parent. 
military families, etc.) 
(B ao; M jt; LA 19. 2t) 

Tax Incentives to Provide Child Care 
— increaseil tax credit to parents, new 
incentives to employers. 
(B 7; M 42,8; L\43, 7) 

Incre.ised Housing Sittisidies 
(B 40: M 40; LA 40) 

Call for Media Programming More 
Supportive of Families — 1< 
violence, sex, stereotypes. 



25. 
26. 

27. 

28. 
29< 

SO. 
SI. 

S2. 

ss. 

S4. 



-less 



Supportive of Families- 
violence, s 
(B }3:M ^2:LA ^4) 

Supports for Families iVimi Private 
Sector .ind Religious Comniunitv. 
(B20;M ^4:IA 57; 

Improve Fair Housing I^ws and 
Eniorceinent — no di.scrinnnati(in 
against families widi children, race, 
creed, sex. etc.) 
(B 41; M 39; LA 42} 

Support Ratification of ERA 
(B 49, 6; M 3; LA ^9, 5; 

Increased Community Participation 
and Use of Community Resources. 
(B49:M ^o:LA 5/) 

Improved Parent Child Relations. 
(B 24: M 24; lA 24) 



82.0 
81.5 

81.4 

7y.4 
7U.0 

78.3 
77.9 

7r>.o 

7."».7 

7.=j.0 

75.0 

7-1.8 
74.0 

7H.7 

72.8 
72.1 

72.0 
6l>.7 

67.3 

62.0 

61.2 



Recommendations 
Adopted at Two 
Conferences 

Percent 

Rank Subject Approved 

1. Positive Recognition of Hoinemakers. 94.2 
{B i3;M t3) 

2. liix Incentives lor Farnily-Orieiiied IH..*? 
Work Policies. 

(M 4: U 4) 

S. Legal Sensitivitv to Families — j(»iiit U0.4 
custody, out oftioiiie placement, 
cultural (liiTereiices. etc. 
(B f8; L\ 60) 

4. Conciliation and Mediation in Family 1K).() 
Disputes. 

{B^(f;lA^9) 

5. Call for Family Coiirt>. ^\}X\ 
(B 6o:L'\ ^8} 

6. Parent/School Partnership in 87.0 
Kdiuation — increased parental 
involvement. 

(B 34: U 34> 

7. Conihat Racism and Uisciimination. 80. 0 
(Bst:M 

8. treatment Senices for Substance 8:^.1 
Abuse. 

(B 29; U\ 30) 

9. Stippnrt for Health Prevention 82.8 
KfTortsand National Health 

Insurance. 
{B 3H;L\ 37) 

10. Increased Media EOorts to Combat 8I.(> 
Substance .Abuse. 

(M 29; M 29) 

11. Call for Inflation Policies Focused on 77.1) 
Food. Health. Housing. Kiiergv. 

(B 2: Ml. It) ^ ^' 

12. Suppon for Family Inipaci 76.0 
Statements and Cotninissions. 

(B 21; M 20) 

IS. Improved Licensing and Training in 76.0 
Child Care. 
(B 45;M4t) 

14. Child Care Incentives lor Hiisiness — 7H> 
tax credits. 

(M42;L\43) 

15. Suppon for Family Planning and 64.4 
Clunce cm Ahnrtion. 

(li 39> -99' 56: LA 38) 



Recommendations 
Adopted at One 
Conference 

Percent 

Rank Subject Approved 



. Increased Funding of Siibstame 
Abuse Programs. (B 30) 

, Pass Domestic Violence Act. {B 27} 

, Improved .Neiglilmrhood 
Preservation EfToi ts. * (li 42) 

, C:onipieliensive Health Care. (B 37) 

Promote Comniunitv Kducation. 

, Siipptn t of Vobintarv Sector. 
(LA 55, 22) 

. Awareness iif Diversitv of.Agecl. 
33i 

Increase I.icjuor liix and Drinking 
Age. (M27) 

KiUdiirage Sell-Ksterrn anil Respect 
lor Cultural Differences. (LA 26) 

Siip;H)ii Kipial Educational 
Opportunity and Bilingual aiul 
Hicultiiral Kducatiiin. (B 36) 

11. Support lor Children. (lA 56J 

12. Increase F.diicaticmal Funding. 
Hi 3^) 

IS. Knd liibacco Supports and Curb 
Hazardous Substances. (LA 39) 

14. Promote Ixgal Equality of Sexes. 
(LA 27) 

15. Coveriinient Provision of Basic 
Needs. (B 5/J 

16. Center lor the Study of Prevention of 
Family Problems. (B 18} 

17. End Restrictive Zcming. (B 41) 

18. Study Positive Family Functioning 
and Office for Families. (M 16) 

19. Family Farms and Corporate 
Policies, (lA 3) 

20. Federal Ccniiniission on Family 
Violence. (M 26) 

21. Definition of Family (M 52. 30) 

22. Oppose Secular Humanism. (M 55; 

23. Support for Choice on Abortion. 
ER.A and N»m-I)iscriiiiinatioii 
Eflbrts. (B 49) 



03.0 
02.0 

01.0 
88.0 

87.0 

87.0 

86.0 

83.0 

81.0 

81.0 
70.0 

70.0 

77.0 

72.0 

71.0 

71.0 
66.0 

65.0 

64.0 

fiS.O 
52.0 
50.0 
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Issues: 

Economic 
Pressures 

Economic pressures on American families were reflected in 
the recommendations adopted at each Conference on full 
employment, inflation, and employment discrimination. 
Compared with other concerns, there was a remarkable 
degree of consensus on these proposals. 

Full Employment: Large majorities of the delegates called for 
government and private commitment to achieve full employment; to 
implement the Humphrey-Hawkins Act; to attack joblessness 
among minorities, women, and youth; and to increase training, 
career counseling, vocational education, and other services. Dele- 
gates at Baltimore and Minneapolis called for support for adequate 
transportation to connect rural and city people with job markets. 

Inflation: More than three-fourths of the delegates voted that 
special emphasis on inflation be given to the cost of food, health care, 
energy, and housing. Delegates opposed anti-inflation efforts at the 
expense of human services and opposed attempting to slow inflation 
by increasing unemployment. They also called for a coherent energy 
policy, support of mass transit, a comprehensive national health care 
program, and lower interest rates to enable families to buy homes 
and meet other family needs. 

Employment Discrimination: All three Conferences called for 
vigorous enforcement of existing laws concerning affirmative action 
programs, equal pay for equal work, and called for vigorous efforts to 
combat sexual harrassment and all forms of discrimination in em- 
ployment based on race, color, national origin, sex, age, religion and 
disability. All three Conferences urged federal, state, and local 
governments to explore ways to define and support equal pay for 
comparable work. They also called for ratification of the Equal 
Rights Amendment. In addition, delegates in Baltimore proposed 
special services to support family enterprises. One Conference urged 
more stringent enforcement of current anti-trust legislation and 
improvement of anti-trust laws to control monopolized industries 
from taking over family businesses and thus relieve pressure on 
family farms. 
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Full Employment 

RecarnmendaHoris Compared 



Bidtimorc Conference 

IB No. t; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: ^07-8) (86% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 55 




• Each person should have ttie opportunity to obtain 
0 job which provides a fseiing of usefulness and 
dignity at wages sufficient to support a decent 
standard of living. 

^^TM tlmtphmy^Ho^ mixsit be imptemented 

• .teenagers, minorities, women, all unemployed and 
under-employed must have specificalty targeted 
programs, initiated and carried out by govemment 
anolndus^ to assure full employment. 



ID No. 4; Recommending Group: Work; 
Confererue Vote: y 2^-60 (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 39 

erii laessenncu to.me ecoitomic.and; ; 

• Itcan be assisted through goveminent policy, such 
asenufKiated in ttte Humphrey-Hawkins Act. Citizen 
groups and govemiV;^'^ agencies should monitor 
efVBCtive enforcement of tttese policies. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 2; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: 334'ti5 (74% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 41 



^ • If is Imperative that Oil bratKhesaf govemment 
strengthen and enforce legislation on programs of full 
emptoynwnf^; ; 

• Each person should have the opportunity to obtain 
a Job which provides a feeling of usefulness and 
dignity at wages sufficient to support a decent 
standard of living. 

• the Hurnphrey-Howkins Act must be Implemented 
-nblignorBd. 

• Teenagers, minorities, women, aii unemployed and 
under-employed must have specifically targeted 
programs. Initiated and carried out by govemment 
and Industry to assure full employment! 




ID No. 6; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 339-10$ (77% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 59 

i; FUll empfoy^^ ;. % 

t^g^iiC^I^^ 

• The Humphrey-Howkiris Act (of 1978) should be 
implemented. Citizen groups, unions and govemment 
agencies should monitor effective enforcement of this 
ad and like policies. 



drttieMnismpk^ 

.'ernplcry|M!r»^^^ 

^^ideiiefopfne^ 

Wsm bfli'ddriftttipjjgh^^ ; • 

(^;industrV/lcib6c^;d6mmunll^^ ^ cbbper^ 



• Adequate publto transportation to connect rural and 
city people with Job maritets should be addressed. 



I groups]^ 

• There must be adequate public transportation to 
connect airal and city people with Job maricets. 



Los Angetes Conference 

ID No. 6; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 368-126 (74% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4^ 



Recommend programs for full employment In the 
U.S.: 



• Commence Implementation of the Humphrey- 
Hqwktns Full Employment and Balance Growth Act. 

• increase number of women, especially Hisponic, 
Black, Asian, Native Americans and other ethnic 
minority women in non-traditional higher poying Job 
training and apprenticeship programs. 

• Develop massive employment programs for youth, 
partk:ularly ethnk: minority youth - the nrast severely 
unemployed. 

• Requiring full implementation of affirmative action 
policies in these programs. 

• Equal pay for equal woric 
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ID No. 12; Recommending Group: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: 520-59 (90% yes); 



WufRclencyond 

• Appropriate preventive comprehensive supportive 
services ought to be ovoiioble including oppropriate 
occess services enhoncing upword mobility, such os 
tronsportatloa child core. etc. 

• The provision of supportive services shouici be 
non-punltiV8 ond should build on strengths In the 
fomity ond other voluntory ond Informol support 
systems ond should be ochleved through 0 
portnership orrongement between the public ond 
voluntory ond nonprofit sector. 



ID No. 12; Recommending Group: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: 522-/2/ (73% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 44 



> • ' Cm ond piublic progroms should 

provide fdrhilles ph'oppbrtunity to eam.their Incomes. 



• Business ond Industry should be stimulated to 
preporejobs for people, moke people job-reody. ond 
orronge the necessory benefits so they con toke them 
(child core, heotth. counseling). 

\ •• Public prbgrbiT^^ should focus on trolning children 
sottieyorepreparedtobeeomers, ossurethat^ . 

. consumers of public programs ore not penolized for 
toking jobis by reducing essentiol benefits: 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 



• The federol government sholl provide Jobs to oil 
people Who connot ottienwise find employment. 



Inflation 

Rec(mmendations Compared 



Bidtimore Conference 

ID No. 2; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: ^57-/52 (78^ yes); 
Recommendation nank: 48 

^StncjBfnf(pn:lsonei 

officnn^fdn^^^^ 

Infldtlori^lRlesin^ 

Federal, state ond locol govemments should support 0 
coherent energy progrom. Including oil energy 
sources. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. i; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: 349-100 (7870 yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 38 

.Since Potion is one of ttie mbet destructive elements ^ 

^dfl^rrigi6nrillies;we>^^ 

triftanpj[)fpo)fe^^^ : ' 

COTpCM^^ 

Federol. state ond locol governments should support 0 
coherent energy progrom. including oil energy 
sources. 



^i^jjwidsup^ 

• comprehensive natlonol heoith progrom. 

• or^ iowlrli^n^ to buy 
horm^Jo ,fnee1;(^^ , 

• Antl-lnflatlon progroms should not be at the 
expense of humon services such os employment, 
housing ond welfore. Government should refroin from 
policies that couse unemployment in order to slow the 
economy ond control inflation. 



•. ond support fw fhass tronslt/. ^ , : 

• comprehensive natlonol heoith progrom. 

• : ond Ibu^n^rest rotes to^^^e^^^^ 
hornes'drKf jo meet other fanrill/needs. 

• Antl-inflatioh progroms should not be at the 
expense of humon services such os employment, 
housing ond welfore. Government should refroin from 
policies that couse unemployment in order to slow the 
economy ond control Inflotlon. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 2; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: 402-82 (83% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 50 



Inosmuch os mony fomllles ore hord pressed to pay 
increosing prices for gos. oil ond heating fuel, the 
WHCF strongly recommends that the federol 
govemment odopt 0 comprehensive natlonol energy 
policy including priority for private ond govemment 
efforts to find effective, sofe ottematlve energy sources. 
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BaUbnore Conference 

ID No. 9; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 297-200 (^i%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: ^6 




Minneapohs Cowtference 

!D No. 11; Recommending Group: !nc Sec; 
Conference Vote: 398-41 {91% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 22 



Since Minon Is the biogesT threatto the Income 
security of oil tdmiiies/lhelBidercil govemmenf should 
pursue ontl-inflotlon policies ond ^otegies that ploce 
special emphosls on components that hit families the 
hardest ond where inflation rates ore highest: food, 
interest rates; heoith/energy/ housing. , 

Such policies ond strategies should not ptoce the 
burden of controlling Inflation on ony one sociol or 
economic group 



Los AngeleH Conference 

No Recommendations 



QllE^^lncd^ b^Kets to ^ ; 

qydM|^e|!fl^^ 

:^«^:iiribiui(tpl^ in 
tdxwrahonjom 

- See olso *Tox Policy" 



Family Farm And Corporate Policies 

Recommendations Compared 
BdtHmore Conference 

No Recommendations 



Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 



No Recommendations 




iD No. 5; Recommending Group: Econ Pres: 
Conference Vote: 317-167 (6^% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5^ 



; Huge corj[X)rat!ons with their endless sources of 
capital are the source of n)uch of the economic 

. premesbhfibmiiiestodqy^;^^ 
demise of nriony tfdditkmdl 
fdml|y fdmt ttKiT h(»to,lM^6 nation and much of 

'thewoM'VviM^ ' 

:elimlncrtBd:trhe:fm^^ ha$fdrc(9d the ; 

1 hi^hd;ondWifb;{hmd^^^ 

i emD ' • 



: hamribriy Therefdre; strihgen 
enfbicenieMbf current ohtltru^ 
: improverhenf of ontttriist lavt^tb control : 
^ monopoll2^dt!6n industries. ; ' 
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Employment Disinnmination 

Recommendati(ms Compared 



Bdhiniore Conference 

ID No. 5; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: $40-4^ {^2% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 14 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 5; Recommending Grout: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: ^16-1^^ (70% yes); 
Recommendntion Rank: 46 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. i; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: 3 73-11 s (76% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 42 



positive stopsrto iifhprave the emptoymem situation by: 
prolilt^^racfal^seiQ^ In ■ 

TfeClvajllfltlfc/tt^SV. T V : I" 

t-r mottierotllr^ 



• The establlstirnent of special services in the Small 
Business Administration for the encouragement and 
financing of tbmliy enterprises; ond 

sklirtrflhf^lcertim under dduit«:lik^^ 

iMermi^^ 
9upf»n^b^^ 



• We urge the effective monitoring and vigorous 
enforcejTim of existing legislation ond enactment of 
: additional leglstation prohibiting oil fbnns or 
dlscrimlratiori and harpssment In employment, 

• Alfirmotlve action pcograrns, 

• Equal pay for comparable work ond 

• Mtficatlon of the Equal lights Amende 
necessary to end discrimination. (Other 
recommendations dealing with ERA are found in 
^Government.') ' 



• We urge the effective monitoring and vigorous 
enforcement of existing legislation prohiblflno all 
forms of discrimination and harassment in 
empioyment, , , 

• Andaffinnotiveoctlonpragrams, 

• And equal pay for comparable wori(. 



• Wliere a pattem of non-compliance is evident 
federal funds should be withheld until 0 plan for 
compliance is negotiated and implemented. 



ID No, 5; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: $69-21 (96% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: j 

df lowsicondeNhg : 
6tic6n)aitee Inteht^erhphosl^^^^ ^ ^ ; ^ 

ImproyMenfoi^MM^ 

dl8crtminGli6nlnem^^*ment(^^ bbioc ^; ' 
hotkmolo^^ 

- affirmative action, 

- equal pay for equal woric 

- employee development and promotion, 

- and prohibition of sexual harassment, 

- that federol, state and local govemments be urged 
to explore ways to define and support equol pay for 
comparable woric 

Riobmr^^ Equal Rights AiraiHtrmril ars fotmd In 'Government.' 



ID No. 5; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 395- f 3 (80% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 24 

' • :Red^ 

. Implefrontotlbh of lows c^ 
f pfoctice In otxorddnc^wltti^ 
erhphds^^lmproi^entb^^ : ; 

ogdli^disit^lrhlnatloh In e^^ 
^ coloc natlorial origin,' sex dge/.reiigioa'and disabllity 
:.suchos:;;'<^;;.;;;r^ .• . 

- affirmative adioa 

- equal pay for equal worit, 

- employee development and promotion, 

- and prohibition of sexual harassment, 

- that federal, state and local govemments be urged 
to explore woys to define and support equal pay for 
comporable work. 



ID No. 5; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 340-146 (70% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 50 



• iRmrifirnendefliscthnmbnitdrino^a^^^ 
implementattoh oflawsconceniing' ' 
practice iri accordance with feglslrnlve lnferrt, 
emphasizing improwd enforcement pr^^ 
against discrinritnotlonjniBmployment based on race, 
coloc notional origin, sex; age, religion, and disobllily 

■'suctiias::"-"' :.'^': ; : ; ' ■ - 

- affirmative action, 

- equal pay for equal v/o\K 

- employee development and promotion, 

- and prahibitlon of sexual harassment, 

- that federal, state ond local govemments be urged 
to explore ways fo define ond support equal pay for 
comparobie woric. 

• We urge the Whlfe House ond the states fo do' 
everything possibfe fo ensure ratifk:ation of ERA. 
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Issues: 



and Work 



Delegates to the White House Conference on Families were 
united in strong support of employer personnel policies 
being made more sensitive and responsive to the needs of 
family life. 

More than 90% of the delegates approved recommendations 
that creative work arrangements be ofiFered such as flextime, job- 
sharing programs, flexible leave policies for both sexes, part-time 
jobs with prorated pay and benefits, and dependent care options, 
including child care centers. 

In Baltimore and Los Angeles the delegates recognized the 
need for family-oriented personnel policies and called on business, 
labor and government to join in an eflFort to establish such policies. 
The Minneapolis delegates urged industry to initiate these policies, 
stressed the need for industry to be more concerned about the needs 
of employees with ifamily responsibilities and called for voluntary 
overtime. In Minneapolis and Los Angeles, delegates urged that 
federal, state and local governments provide tax incentives to en- 
courage employers to develop new work policies that are more 
sensitive and responsive to the needs of employees and their families. 

Other issues which touch on work, including employment 
policy and discrimination, are found in the "Economic Pressures" 
section. 



It's to 

business's advantage to 
help the famUy. Because 
if they don't work well 
in the family situation, 
theiy aren^ going to 
work well on the job. 

Dick Connors. Vice President, 
Control Data Corporation,. 
Detroit Hearing 

f9 " . 
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Personnel Policies 

Recommendatims Compared 



BaMmore Conference Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 5; Recommending Group: Work; ID No. 4; Recommending Group: Work; ID No. 4; Recommending Group: Work; 

Conference Vote: 569-2 / (^6% yes); Conference Vote: 406-40 (gi%yes); Conference Vote: 433-49 (goVcyes); 

Recommendation Rank: 3 Recommendation Rank: 17 Recommendation Rank: 11 




• job Shoring progroms • • shoredtimejobswith pro-rated benefits • job shoring progroms 



• dependent core options • child core centers • dependent core options 




Additionalty, employers should recoanize the possible 
odverse effects of relocotion on fomlTies so that they 
moy provide support ond options. 




Federoi, stote ond locol government should provide Federal stote ond iocoi tox incentives to encouroge 
tox incentives to encouroge employers to odopt these employers to adopt these policies should be 
policies. encouroged. 
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Issues: 

Tkvv Policies 



Delegates at all three Conferences supported a wide range 
of changes in the federal tax code to provide incentives or 
benefits to assist families. More than 90% of the delegates 
at each Conference called for elimination of the marriage 
tax penalty by permitting two earner married couples the option of 
filing tax returns as single individuals or filing joint tax returns. 
Another recommendation that received more than 90% delegate 
support called for tax incentives to families for home care of elderly 
or disabled family meml?ers. Home care incentives ranked among 
the top ten recommendations at each Conference. 

Elimination of the inheritance tax on assets passed to surviving 
spouses and/or other family member s also ranked among the top 10 
recommendations in ^Baltimore and Los Angeles and received at 
least 90% delegate support at all three Conferences. Eighty-eight 
percent of the Minneapolis delegates recommended abolishing the 
federal estate tax of estates valued under one million dollars when 
these estates are inherited by spouses and/or their children. Dele- 
gates further recommended that special consideration be given to 
the inflated value of farmland. 

Recommendations that passed at all three Conferences, but 
ranked lower in levels of support, concerned tax deductions for 
special family savings accounts, expanded Earned Income Tax Cred- 
its, a double day care tax credit for an elderly or handicapped 
dependent, additional exemptions for birth or adoption of a child, 
and a tax credit for full time homemaking. Also recommended at 
each Conference were tax incentives for businesses sponsoring child 
care services and increased child care tax credits for working parents 
from 20% to 35%. 

All three Conferences called for tax incentives for home owners, 
providers, lenders, builders, and the private sector to ensure decent, 
ajBFordable and energy-efficient housing. Delegates at each Confer- 
ence expressed their concern about the increasing rate of inflation 
und its burdensome eflFect on personal income taxes. At Minneapolis 
and Los Angeles, more than 90% of the delegates adopted a recom- 
mendation calling for indexing of personal income taxes. Baltimore 

\ 




It is 

inconsistent to express 
concern for the family 
while at the same time 
imposing a 'marriage 
tax/ To paraphrase — 
money speaks louder 
\ than words. 

David and Angela Boyicr, 
Washington. D.C. Hearing 
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delegates called for tax adjustments to avoid the inflation penalty. In 
Los Angeles, the delegates urged greater support for the voluntary 
sector by providing additional tax benefits for volunteer work and 
charitable contributions. 



Marriage Penalty 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Thx; 
Conference Vote: ^60-24 (9^% yes); 
RecommeTidation Rank: 4 



Minneapolis Coherence 

ID No. 7; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 43i'i^ {96% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: jc 



Loa Angeles Conference 

ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 4 55- ? 6{ 95 % yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 9 



President propose and/or Congress erKKtleglsl^^ In order to presen/e the financial stability of the family: 

• fcprovrtde^^ 
mofrlefJ couples 

• ttie elimination of the marriage penalty 



permlttirig rTHvried individuals the option of using 
ttie tax rote tor single individuois. 



• to eliminate the marriage penalty far two woriter 
married couples. 

• The aggregate tax paid tjya married couple with 
dual incomes st)ould be no greater than the aggregate 
tax paid by two single individuals with similar 
adjusted gross incomes and deductions. ' 

• the present aggregation principle far one wage- 
earner married couples be maintained intact. 



• the marriage penalty tax should be eliminated 

• by oliowing married couples to elect to file income 
taxes either Jointly or separately 



ll^^o!i^^^c^m^S^^^m^^^^ 

Conference VoU: 393-21^(9^% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 35 



ID No. 9; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 43 5-48 {90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 10 



Revised IRS lows to provide: 

removal of the mam'oge penalty for the two earner 

married couples. 



Revise tax code to encourage procedures 
strengthening the Americon families: allowing married 
coupfes to choose to file Jointly or separately without 
penalty. 



ID No. 13; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 424-49 (8y%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 



Tax code reform to eliminate discriminotian against 
thefdmlly... 

• The removal af tax penalties on two earner couples 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation can be 
found In: Tax/Inheritance Tax; Home/Tax Policies and 
l^amemal<ers; Tax/Marriage Penalty] 
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Tax Policies For The Care Of 
A^ngAnd Handicapped 

Recommendations Compared 



Baitimore Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 553-^6 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 8 



To revtselhe tax laws to benefit fomliies wtio core for 
and keep ttie etderly in ttieir own homes wtilcti 

• d tcix iriceritlve for a hou^tiold m Includes a 
person 65 years of age or older 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 50; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 43^112 (80% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 8 



\ 



Public policy stiould support choice among living 
arrangements for elderly whether independent familial 
or institutional. 

• Federal and state qovemment should encourage 
options by such fiscal measures as tax credits to 
households vvfth dependent members 65 and ovec 
low Income subsidies and direct govemment aid. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 5/; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 407-36 (gz^o yes); 

Incentives should be made available to fbmiltes and 
other Individuals to encourage them to provide 
ongoing care to the elderly by: 

• tax deductions or income supplements. 



ID No. 15; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 338-26 {g6% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5 



• additional tax exemption for homemakers 
provktlng primary care tbr pre-school handicapped, 
and/or ekterly fbmlly members in the home 



ID No. 13; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 393-21 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 23 

• additional toxexemption for homemakers 
providing primary care for handicapped, and/or 
elderly fbmlly members In the home. 



ID No. g; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 433-48 (go% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: to 



• tax credit for home care Of elderly or infirm. 



ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 406-^2 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: x8 



ID No. 52; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 372-22 (96% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 2 



• To ericduraMhbme cam support alternate 
lnsfitutk)nalization and promote chotee for fomliies 
dndtheektertv^w^^ 

• tokberiei^toicb^ homemaker 
servtoes/ddy.core; night care, transporfatton and 
appropriate home improvement; etc. 



• a tax credit of $400 adjusted annually for inflation 
for any adult family member eaming no taxable 
income who cares for at leost one dependent child, 
disabled adult or dependent elderly living in the home 
[l^malning portions of this recommendation can be 
found In: Tax/Indexing; Tax/Tax Policies and Chlkl 
Care; Tax/Tax Policies for Families.] 
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Bdttimare Coftference 

ID No, 46; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 534-26 (93% yfs); 
Recommendation Rank: 18 



Minneapolis Conference lAMsAngeten Conference 



ID No. 44; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 487-68 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 6 




mJ^^^ In: Iftnd/lrxlepen^ . ■ 



ID No, 48; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 526-9 3 (95% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 26 




ID No. 33; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Confer erue Vote: 553-36 {94% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 8 

• study the effect Qf how family support Is considered 
in determination of income eiigibllity for the elderly to 
participate In programs. 



ID No. 47; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 446-51 {90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5 

• refundable ikixcfBdi^ 
horKJkxiplpndper^ 
: persofKil care; adoption ■ 
[RefnalhlrMj portions of this recommendation can be 
fbufKJ In: rand/lridependerit Living; 
Hond/Govemnwnt Policies; Tox/Tox Policies for the 
Core of tt)e Aging and Handicapped.] 



Inheritance Tcuv 

Recommendations Compared 
B^SSnar^Cm^i^nce 

ID No, 15; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 558-26(^6% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5 



^SSmea^B^Cof^^nc? 

ID No. 14; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 373-44 (9570 yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 31 



Revise IRS lows to provide: 



^elimination of the Inheritance tax for spouses. 



Los Angeles Coitference 

ID No. 9; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 435-48 (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 10 



Revise tax code to encourage procedures 
strisngthenlng the Amerlcon families: 

• eliminate inheritonce tax on assets passing to 
family members. 



\ 
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Baltimore Coherence Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 9; Recommending Groip: Tax; ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Tax; 

Conference Vote: 387^^3 (88% yes); Conference Vote: 438-^6 {93% yes); 

Recommendation Rank: 28 Recommendation Hank: 9 



-^-"^--^ —^^'^ ; Inficrf^^ idriiity meniberi^ 



ID No. 13; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 424-49 (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 



yj''^^-::',-^' Fulthemwre/ specta must be given : ■ ••ellmlnariori'ol^ 

! 5 ; to Inflated )<qliw of tormlp^^ -y-syp):. v ; , ; and gWloxwtbr ispousw^a^ 

< ' .^.j^ , , ^ ' ' ^ g^ Ming operotion of the family businesses ond 

Tcuv Policies For Families 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 7; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 318-26^ (^4% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 55 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 406-32 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 18 




Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 7; Recommending Group: Thx; 
Conference Vote: 4 o 5-7 J {84% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 28 



' The policy oTall branches of federal and state 
sgovemmentshbll^bejouse Irkx^ ' 
.IncludkHI jiidi^^ r 



< .TRenKiinlnQporfkm 
i f KMindMli)a^^ 
: ^.Poilciesan^^ 

;Honriema^p^^^^^^^ ^''r;;'^': ' 



• Qddftional first year exemption for birth or adoption 
ofactiild 

f^idoubtoid^^ 
(SeMwm 

• expand Earned income Tox Credit to benefit families 
wftti ctiildren up to the Bl^ lower living standard 




ID No. 75; Recommending Group: Home; 



Conference Vote: 395-a/ (95% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 2 5 




-full time tiomemoKers 
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Tax Policies And Child Care 

Rec(m7nendatums Compared 



B€ittimore Conference 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 42; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 353-207 (63%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 36 



Los Angetes Conference 

ID No. 4 3; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 400-87 {82%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 31 



• inylawoftfiecostofchildcareAverecommendan 
Increase in funding for core Including public fundlr\g 
for centers, benefits for parents who remain at tiome 
and 

• Tax Incentives to business and unions who 
sponsor child core programs 

[ReiTKilhIng portions of this recommendation can be 
fbund In: CnCa/Atternotive Forms of Child . 
Core/Pdrentol Choice; ChCo/lncreosed Child Care 
Funding; ChCo/Tox incentives to Business.] . 



WHCF recommends changes In federal tax lows 
which will: 



• allow employers a tox credit for financing day care 
services utilized by employees for their children either 
on or off the empioyer'sjob site; in a manner which 
does not attribute such nnancial contribution to the 
Income of employees. . . 



ID No. 7; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference VoU: 318-268 (54% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 55 



ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 406-^2 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 



President and Congress stiouid encouroge family ; 
respbnsibiilties and functions through: 

• Increased doy core credit frorh 20% to 35% 



• refundable day care credit 



In ddditton to any dependency exemption provided by 
Q low a taxpayer may receive: 

• Increase child core/dependent tax credltsfor 
working parents from 20% to 35% and Increase 
celling. 

\ 



• Increase the level of the present child care tax 
credits available for work-related child core expenses 



No Recommendations 



No Recommendations 



ID No. 7; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: ^05-77 (84% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 28 



The policy of oil branches of fWerol and state 
government shall be to use Income tox credits 
Including negative income tox to strengthen ail 
families and especially to help provide for: 

• Child core -explore and revise tox Incentives and 
deductions to help families secure affordable child 
care sendees and encourage employers to shore in the 
provision of child care services 
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BiMttimorc Conference MinneannliM €lnnfk»w*g»ng*g» 

iVo. ^5; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: ^^o-ioy (81% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 12 


mjOs J±ngeies tjonfew^ence 

No Recommendations 




"tSi?!:-:?^^^ ; To Include ond expand the 

V- fvV^ child core expenses Incurred when doing volunteer 

work for nonprofit brgonlzottons. 






ExemDtlons should olso be roised to more fijiiv rpfiort 
the octuoi costs of child core when needed for other 
purposes. 




Recommendations Compared 


\ 


BaHimore Conference Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 40; Recommending Group: Hous; ID No. 40; Recommending Group: Hous; 
Conference Vote: 478-102 (83% yes); Conference Vote: 329-2 34 (^o^c yes); 
Recomrtundation Rank: 43 Recommendation Rank: 42 


Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 40; Recommending Group: Hous; 
Conference Vote: 388-ni (78% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 36 





fMefol govern^ assure the 

rightof allttimlllestosdfe^ deceht/oflbrdoble ond 
erwrgyHBfflcleot hpiislng:^.^^^ 

f'Addlticmailtcnc Incentives to honoeowners, housing 
jxpvkters drrf tenders.: : 

• Real property tox obotement for homeowners. 



Federot government should insure funds for 
consfrudlon, repoir/mblntenonce ond purchose of 
rentol ond owner occupied units. 



• funding should include tox incentive subsidies for 
builders, londloirds ond owners. 



We affirm the right of every family to 0 decent home 
ond suitoble living environment. To ossure the 
opportunity for that right, the federol govemment 
should provide: 

• incentives to locol government ond the privote 
sector for the production of decent, sofe, offordobie, 
ond jsnergy efficient housing ond supportive services 



• - Tax-free h6usjt)g revenue bonds. 



ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 553-36 (94% yes); 
Recommendation nank: 8 

r|^m^'|^tCD|iavi^^^^^ 
^StK)u9ltxtt,hoi»e}K>idiT%Dd^^^ I 

i^IRemiQin^ recommendatioh con be 

$Ha«Jlcdppe(«:^^NIcle^^ ' 



[Remoining portions of this recommendation con be 
found in Hous/Access to ond Avoilobility of Housing.] 



\ 
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:¥i]^yvhit^ Families 



' Rscmmend^^^ Compared 



ID S6^ g; Ricommendmg Group: Jbx; 
Conffrence VoU: 207-250 (5 
; RicommendtUum Rank: ^6 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 8; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Cofiference VoU: 40^ f 2 (Q)%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 




Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 9; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 433-40 (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rarik: 10 

indexing personal Income tax. 
^TRemairiiho^f^^ can be 



Penatfy; Tax/1(aix Policies for 
ltandk»pped;:|^ : 




Voluntary Sector 

ReconwiendffHons Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

No Recommendations 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 




Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 430-^6 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 14 

oovemmentsto 
supixNttlw votufitaiy^ecto^ Income tax 

(MuCHons forpefsonol expertses^ ^ 
i voliinleeriVMHk on thosame bdsls os deducHons ore 
QllowMlcir ttiqpMM'l^ In business; Industry^ 
andoc^nf»rt. v i . . :. 

• Encouraging charitable contributions by allowing 
taxpayers who use ttie standard deduction to itemize 
their contributions. 



ID No. 22; Recommending Group: P^C; 
Conference Vote: 431-68 {86% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 13 



• Government should strengthen the private sector by 
tax Incentives for charitable giving. 
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^Pcujc h^ For Work Policies 

EecomTnendations Compared 
BaMmore Conference 

No Recommendations 




Conference 

ID No. 4; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 40^*^40 {91% yes); 
Recommendation Runk: ly 



Employers should give special consideration to the 
needs of employees witti family responsibilities. Sucti 
consideration should include: 



• suppartive personnel policies wtilcti encourage 
and lengthen family ilte, 

• negoriobieleav^ 



• child core oenterei 

• part time and shared time Jobs with pro-rated 
benefits, 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 4; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 4^-49 (90%yes): 
Recommendation Rank: 11 

j^FMerol;8tdfe(Mlo6al^^ - 

Business, labor ond government should encourage 
and implement employment opportunities and 
personnel policies that enable persons to hold jobs 
while maintaining a strong family lite 

• there is a need for creative developnient of such 
work orrangenfientas: 

• flexible lempolicte^^ 

• flextlme, 

•^dependent care options, 

• part tinDeJobs with pro-rated pay and benefits. 



Job shoring programs. 



• voluntary overtime. 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation con be 
found tn: Work/Personnel Policies.] 



[Remaining portions of this recomniendotion con be 
found In: Work/Personnel Policies.] 
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Income Security 



At all three Conferences, delegates made specific proposals 
for changes in the social security system and income main- 
tenance programs. These proposals suggest a variety of 
ways that these programs can more adequately meet the 
needs of the program recipients. 

Delegates in Baltimore and Minneapolis voted that social secu- 
rity should be reformed to assure an adequate income level or ensure 
a minimum living standard at least equal to the poverty level. 
Assuring an adequate income level was also addressed through 
recommendations related to social security benefits, proposing 
semi-annual cost of living adjustments, reducing or eliminating 
limits on earned income, equitable treatment of homemakers, and 
no income reduction because of marriage. 

Recommendations to revise the social security system were also 
adopted to provide: 

• survivor benefits regardless of age and children 

• credit for time taken oS employment for child rearing 

• nondiscriminatory eligibility requirements 

• explanation of social security system in the dominant language 

• vesting in private pension plans 

• widow benefits at age 55 

• relaxed disability requirements 

• payments to children receiving VA benefits 

• equitable allowances for discrepancies in life expectancy 

• social security benefits in one's own name rather than as a 
dependent 

AH three Conferences urged that income maintenance pro- 
grams eliminate policies that have a detrimental impact on families. 
All three Conferences recommended that AFDC be changed to 
eliminate the disincentive to a father staying in the household; 
Minneapolis proposed that benefits should be based on need alone 
and not on categorical distinction such as family compositions. Los 
Angeles urged that no program include eligibility requirements that 
are detrimental to the family. 

Delegates in Baltimore supported government responsibility 
for insuring a "guaranteed annual income" and Minneapolis dele- 

\ 
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gait^s proposed that the federal government finance an income 
^maintenance program at least equal to the poverty level, and provide 
fiscal relief to the states. 

Other recommendations adopted at one of the three Confer- 
ences: 

• income security programs that interface with federally funded 
employment, education and training programs 

• equality in access to services 

• recognition of the different linguistic and cultural perspective of 
minorities in the delivery and staffing of services 

• elimination of mandatory retirement and an increase in employ- 
ment opportunities for the elderly 



Sodal Security 

Recommertdqiions Compared 



Biiliimore Conference 

ID No, ii; Recommending Group: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: y96'48(Q2%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: x6 



We recommond Social Security aiiow: 



• Higher limits on Income earned in retirement. 



SjjiVlvor beneflls to be given regardless of age and 



• Removal Of dependency cotegofy tor Spouses and 
d6velopnf)entof an eaming stioring program providing 
coverage for botti spouses based on 50/50 
distribution of combined credits during marriage 
dispersed at divorce or retirement. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 5/; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 437-124 (78% yes); 

Bosic to survival dlgnltv^ Independence! and ctwlce for 
elderly Is avoltabtllty of odequote financial resources. 

Social Security stwuid be simplified. Integrated and 
coordinated functionaiiy to insure a minimum living 
standard at least equal to estabiistied poverty level (or 
all elderly 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation can be 
found In: Ag/Economic Issues.] 

• Mandatory retirement should be eliminated and 
Increased elderly employment opportunities mode 
ovoiiabie. 



LoH Angeles Cowtference 

ID No. 10; Recommending Group: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: sjo-ioy (78% yes): 
Recommendation Hank: 4 5 



To insure that oil families receive maximum Social 
Security benefits. 



• Social Security lows should provide benefits tor 
widows at the age of 55; 



• Should provide equitable treatment for 
homema{<ers; 



• Should relax the strenuous eligibility for disability 
requirenrtents, 

• Provide for equitable allowances for discrepancies 
in life expectancy 

• Social Security benefits should not prevent 
dependent children of deceased veterans from also 
receiving VA benefits. 



• Providing quarters of men and women's coverage 
for child-reorlng time toKen off from employment. 



• SSI to hove non-discriminatory eligibility 
definitions. 



• Cost of living adjustment should be made semi- 
annually occording to changes In the consumer price 
index. 
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4^ •^^ on Families 



: ' ID N6, J x; Rtctmmendmg Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 534-54 \9t% yes); 
RucmfMndation Ra^ 



Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 




Soddl Saopy ^^vs^QUld hoT pimdlizd huBbonds 
ond^wtve&'i Ernplcr^ and wives should : 

colledibweWs 08 lifullvldualii^ ^ 



• limitation on earned income will be eliminated tor 
ttK)secailectingSS; 




mMf&k^M^^^ at leost equal to 



• alt pre-retlrees receive on adequate and simple 
explanation of SS benefits in ttwir dominant language. 




Income Maintenance Programs 

Recommendatians Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 5x; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 419-164 (y2% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, jo; Recommending Group: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: 319-121 (73%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 45 



lios Angeles Conference 

ID No. 11; Recommending Group: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: $94-80 {83% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 34 




[i^Qlnlng portions of ttiis recommendation can be 
found In; Gov/Bosic Needs.] 



df8iif#Mtv98lo Gfdt^ : 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation can be 
found In: Gov/BosIc Needs.] 




• Benefits should be adjusted for regional variatiorts, 
but should be based on need alone and not on 
;pataOO^ : 

• and In all cases shall be equal to ttie poverty level, 

• Such prooRuns should Interfdce v«rtth 
furklederhplam^^ 

' ^ ~rqm& pfA ofHsr odec;^ finohcial incentives for 
ti))onov^fMli8NcJ<^ 

• Stat»s shall be provided adequate fiscal relief to 
make this program possible. 



• Recommend that oil income maintenance and 
social sen/ice programs and programs of insurance 
and pension be analyzed in terms of their impact on 
families, and specified action be fallen to; 

• insure that no programs include eligibility 
requirements thdt work to the detrimerit of the family, 
osltexists. 



• Promote equality In occess to services and benefits 
regardless of race, sex, ionguajge, culture, marital 
status, educattonai level or region. 

• Recognize in the delivery and staffing of sen/Ices 
the different linguistic and cultural perspective of 
minorities. 
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Issues: 

Stat^ qfHomemakers 




ncreased recognition and equity for full time homemakers was a 
recurrent theme at each of the White House Conferences. 
Recommendations adopted included major revision of tax and 
social security policies and other eflForts to recognize the contri- 
^butions of homemakers. 

An overwhelming majority of the delegates at all three Confer- 
ences supported recommendations changing the tax code in the 
following ways: 

• Eliminate state and federal inheritance taxes for spouses 

• Allow tax credits for homemakers who are providing primary care 
for handicapped and elderly family members in the home 

Los Angeles delegates recommended the elimination of state 
and federal inheritance, estate and gift taxes for spouses and sur- 
vivors to facilitate continuing operation of family businesses and 
farms. Minneapolis and Los Angeles delegates also supported revis- 
ing the tax code to allow additional tax credits or tax exemptions for 
full time homemakers. Baltimore recommended additional tax 
exemptions for homemakers caring for their own pre-school chil- 
jdren. 

^ A large majority of the delegates at the Baltimore and Minneap- 
plis White House Conferences favored: 

• Equal sharing of the economic resources earned during the life of 

• a marriage, including social security benefits 

• A comprehensive system of support services to displaced home- 
makers, including job counseling and training, job placement, etc. 
Classification and upgrading of homemaking as a career by 
Department of Labor 

The Baltimore Conference recommended that government 
recognize homemakers by instituting a National Homemakers 
Week. 
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^46^^lVh^ Conference on FamQies 



Homemakers 

Recommendations Compared 



BtMmare Conference 

ID No. i$; JUcommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 558-26 (95% yes); 
Recommendation Hank} 5 



MinneapoUs Conference 

ID No. 15; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 395-21 (95% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 25 




j.hdflfwi 



.•ioddltjc^ 




'No Recommendations 



• Removal of the marriage penalty for trw two eamer 
married coupies. 

• : Elimination bfttie Intierltance hx tor spouses. 



No Recommendations 




A tax credit for fuii-time tramemaking. 




Loa Angeles Conference 

ID No, 13; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 424-49 {QO%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 



reconimend tax code reform to eliminate 
; discrimination against ttie Ibrhlly (homemoker) 

.::lncliKllng:/f ^L'-"'':-,'^ ^y^-'': ' ■ • : : 

ittiermns^ ; = 

fbmilies (hornemakers) e.gv tt)e adopli^^ 
education of ctilMrea the care of ttie elderiy and ttw 
rwndicqpped, : 

Ttie removal of tax penalty on two eomer couples. 



Ttie elimlnatkm of state and federal Intierttance, estate, 
and gin taxes ttor spouses and survivors to facilitate 
oontlnuirig operatton of ttie family businesses and 
fbrms;: 



ID No, Recommending Group: Thx; 
Conference Vote: 405-yy (84% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 28 



The policy of all branches of federal and state 
government shall be to use income tax credits. 
Including negative income tax to strengthen all 
families, andf especially to help provide fbr 

• Full-tinw homemakers. 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation con be 
found in: Tax/Tax Policies and Child Care; Tax/Tax 
Policies and Families.] 



$M oltMrlax prapoMii In 1(BX Policy 



\ 
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OfHomemakers 

Compared 



} ID No, 14; RecornmeTiding Group: Home; 

Conference Vote: 349- f 3 {94 % yes); 
./Recopmendathn Rank: 9 

ilitt^tislate; and should : 

riaeoggze; coreervaiue of 

iywt^^ , 

Itlhanckilijr^^ be 
^8^N0^uld Wcohskle^ 

tti^is hdldx whm on ttie suivtvlnghusbond 

Social Security and pension funds should be vested 
equally during marriage without reducing existing 
benefits. 

? j^iistonce to disptbced homemokers, particularly in 
fjob tralnFpg, con be sup|>lled by ttie public end private 

.'sectors^'! r';-! 



Minneapotis Coitference 

ID No. 14; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: S73'44 {S9%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 



LocQt state and federal governments slwuld 
. discourage economic discrimination of homemokers 
byatlentloritolhefblloyrfng:;: 

• Equal shcninig in benefit/liabilities of the mourioge 
portnership. : 



• A complete system ot support sen/ioes for 
disploced homemokers (including Job training. Job 
placement, etc.) 



Los Angetes Conference 

ID No. 10; Recommending ^oup: Inc Sec; 
Conference Vote: ^yo-ioy (y8%yes); 
RecoThmendation Rank: 4^ . 



Social Security lows should provide equitable 
treatment for homemokers. 



[Remaining porttonsof this recommendation con be 
found In: In sec/Soclol Security] 



• Equality of access to credit rating for dependent 
spouses. 



Recognition OfHomemakers 

Reccmmeruiafions Compared 



Battimore Conference 

; !D No, I ^; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 557-39 {93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 6 

lir^iiii^^ hove 
^ndllphdrm^ 

?tam)iytUrjlt:|^i:.^^H 

:#'!Pul)lioaWdre^ 
ilntrlnsk^yaiueofthete 

• Medio campaigns 

• Establishment of homemoklng as a career by the 
Deportmentof Laboc 

;Govemn^ wlitoh prescribes an 

^.established tfme such os Nottonol Homemokers Wtok 
i; Ibr recoghltkm of primary homemokei; 



MinneapoUa Conference 

ID No, i^; Recommending Group: Home; 
Conference Vote: 390-29 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 26 



The Intrinsic value of the homernaker'scbntrlbutk}n to 
nurturing and socializotton wtthin the familial unit 
must receive natk>nal recoanltk)n: , V 
Adk)n: Promote positive recognition and active 
support of the homemaker through: 



• Medio compoigns 

• Education 

• Re-ciossifylng and upgrading homemoklng OS 0 
career by Department of Lobot 



• Support sendees for the disploced homemaker. 

• Supporting and recognizing the individual multi- 
cultural multi-racial and multi-ethnic values of the 
homemokec 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 
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Preparationjbr 
Marriage and 
Family Life 



The need for increased family life education was strongly 
affirmed in the White House Conference on Families. A 
large majority (82 percent) of Baltimore delegates, as well as 
a majority of delegates in Minneapolis (62 percent) and Los 
Angeles (73 percent), adopted recommendations in support of 
"comprehensive family life education for children, youth and 
adults." At all three Conferences delegates agreed that family life 
education was vitally needed; that federal, state and local govern- 
ments should assist the public and private sector5 by providing 
courses and programs to be planned, implemented and evaluated by 
parents, youth, community and religious representatives and profes- 
sionals. Such courses and programs should include but not be limited 
to: 

• human development 

• marriage and the family 

• parenting education and child care skills 

• interpersonal relationships, communication and decision- making 

• human sexuality 

A majority of delegates at all three Conferences also called for 
training or certification procedures for course leaders, and also 
supported the development of bilingual, multicultural, and ethni- 
cally relevant courses. The right of parents to excuse a child from 
"participating in any objectionable sections" of family life education 
in the public schools was endorsed by a majority of delegates in Lx)s 
Angeles as was the principle that primary responsibility for teaching 
family life lies with parents. 

Three other recommendations were adopted at one of the three 
Conferences.' 

• Baltimore delegates recommended the establishment of a "pub- 
licly supported" center to study prevention, and serve as a clear- 
inghouse for, and to inform the public about, family conflict (e.g., 
child abuse, spouse abuse, neglect, emotional disturbance). In 
addition, they stressed the necessity of funding preventive ap- 
proaches as a means of decreasing the need for costly treatment 
and rehabilitative services. 
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|#: Minneapolis delegates favored more study of positive family 
functioning by both public and private institutions. They also 
recommended that the Office on Families coordinate and pub- 
licize efforts of this kind. 

Los Angeles favored requiring marriage preparation, human 
growth and development, responsible parenthood, effective 
communication, management of resources and skills necessary to 
produce; them, and making available family counseling. 



Fcuruly Life Education 

RecomTnendatians Compared 



Baitixnore Conference 

ID No, t6: Recommendrng Group: PMFL; 
Omfetince Vote: 488-106 (82% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 40 




fomily life educotion far chitdren, youth end odults. 



Minneapolis Conference 

lb No. ij; Recommending Group: PMFL; 
Conference Vote: r54'22o (62%yes): 
Recommendation Rank: 35 

• to develop vitollv needed courses in humon 
development, morrioge ond the fomily ond parenting. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 16; Recommending Group: PMFL; 
Conferetue Vote: ^Syi^y (73% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 42 



• to provide comprehensive education for fomily life 
OS 0 K-12 required curriculum in public schools. 
Communities should be encouroged ond osslsted in 
offering continuing education ond counseling in family 
life skills. 



• They should be holistic, recognizing ethnic ond 
personal dlrr)en8lons of humon sexuality, respecting 
oil sectorlon positions ond Including: 
parenting education 
- - communication ond decision moking skills 

- law 

- interpersonal relotionshlps 

- medical ond naturol tomity plonning 

- sex rotes 



• holistic, rocognizing ethnic ond personol 
dimensions, ond respecting sectorlon positiona 



• Such 0 currteulum should include, but not be 
limited to, communteatkin ond relationship skills, 
non-violent conflict resolution, decisionmoklng, 
parenting ond child core skills, heolth ond nutrition, 
substonce obuse, prevention ond humon sexuolity. 



• WHCFrecofnmerKtothatsta^ 
(Mrttflcotton procedure f(H 



• And parents should hove the right to excuse 0 
student from participating in any obJeGtionoble 
sections. 
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so • Confirmee oh families 

BaSHmore Cottference 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, i8; Recommending Group: PMFL; 
Conference VoU: 900-182 (68% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 37 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 77; Recommending Group: PMFL; 




; ed|JCiQ|IO0Q 

• Family Ofe education programs shall be planned. 
Implemented ond evoluatedfor people at oil stages of 
the life cycle. 

• iThe^pfogramsslwllb^ 
; axperientlaX and dldacti&T^^ 
; teocNrHi ofsWIls In corrmiimlqatlon; conf^ 

resolutloa decision making, and resource 
' iTKMiooemenf. ' ' 



Conference VoU: (8^% yes); 

Recommendation Rank: 1^ 



It Is therefore recommended that both ttiii public and 
private sector support family life programs: 

• Parents, reiigioi^drKiiarthnic'grou^^ ^ 
ogenclesr community organization^, and schools all 
have a legitirnate orxJ yltol role in the llfeiong process 
of deveioping and enriching morrioge and family iilie. 



• Including required monioge preparation, human 
growth and development, responsible parenthood, 
effecHvecomrrii^lcatloh, rnonogeinem of resources 
and sidlls neoessory to produce Them and making 
avalloble tdmlly counaeiing; ; 

• Personnel providing instruction ond counseling In 
these oreas should hove odequate training and be 
obie to demonstrate competency 



iftff j; i^i^^^^^ if ThroughresearchtheywIilberefln^ , 

Family Life Education/Researchy Prevention 

Rectminendatwns Compared 
Baltimore Conference 



Minneapolis Conference 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 18; Recommending Group: PMFL; 
Conference Vote: 406-0^ (81% yes); 
Recommendation Ranit: 26 

It shall be public policy that the primary responsibility 
for teochlrig preparation for porenthood and fomily life 
education lies with the parents, who should be 
encouraged to teoch It In the home/ 

• This does not preclude the development of other 
trolning progroms, public or privote. 

• These courses should be designed to teach parents 
who can effoclively Interpret, apply and personalize 
the trolning to the porticulor needs of their fomllles. 

• Such courses should be developed In local 
communities through the cooperotion of parents, 
educators, professlonols ond religious leoders. 



5l 
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^\RfiriMi^^ Rank: 53 

• This center would seive cs a clearinghouse fdr the 
development and publicizing of Infomiatlon atXHit 

; efltetive proctlces and models which prevent family 
conflict, child abuse, spouse abuse* neglect, 
enx^nol disturbance, qnd other fomis of personal 
and family dysfunction. 

McfeyolM^ piVM^ 

• Studies undertaken would require nomrKil infonned 
consent of participants and parents fbr minor children, 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, x6; Recommending Group: PMFL; 
Conference Vote: 377-/95 (66% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 



30 



^^'WHCP^ikgesttie^e^^ : 

tondthepreyeMmior ; 
' become a fiffldir^ pri(^ 
inst|tutl6ro^ 

• tt is further recommended that the newly created 
Office on Families develop a coordinating and 
publicizing function for the results of such multi- 
disciplined approaches. In this way, local 
communities may be supported by knowledge and 
resources in developing the best approaches for the 
promotkm of family health. 



Los Angeles Conference 




(f 

There are those who 
spend hours each week 

in tennis lessons in 
order to improve their 
game. Marriage, with 

all of its challenges, 
ought to have as great 
an emphasis made on 
preparation. 

Eileen HofTman. 
Washington, D.C Hearing 
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Issues: 



Specific Support 
Jbr Families 



We believe 
• in the greatness of 
America, but our 
government has 
by-passed the fiunify 
and gone stndAt to me 
individual. Individuals 
come from &milies. 
They are nurtuM 
there. TheyVe grown 
there. And weVe got to 
make the ground 
fertile again. 

Robert and Mary Jane Morgan* 
S-attle Hearing 



All three White House Conferences called for more coopera- 
tion between public and private sectors to support families. 
In virtually identical recommendatipns they urged that: 
• programs should involve families themselves in the 
provision of services 

• federal efforts should be linked to community based and volun- 
tary organizations 

• greater use of volunteers and family self-help programs should be 
encouraged 

• services for the endre family, as well as the individual, should be 
provided 

Each Conference also emphasized the unique needs and 
strengths of families from different cultural, linguisdc, ethnic, eco- 
nomic and religious backgrounds, as well as the needs of single 
parents, migrants and military families. The Conferences in both Los 
Angeles and Baltimore emphasized support of extended families as 
strength for society Delegates at Minneapolis and Los Angeles 
encouraged that advisory committees, including consumers, be 
utilized in the planning and provision of services to families. 

Delegates at the Conferences in both Baltimore and Min- 
- neapolis encouraged every private and public agency to include 
family impact statements in policies and proposed legislation, and to 
establish local commissions to insure more sensitive policies toward 
families. 



BaHinwre Cattferencc 

ID fio. 20; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: A2^t68 (72% yes): 
Recommendation JRanh 
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Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 21; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 40^164 (71% yes); 
RecommeTidcUion Rank: 20 




• Recognizing the unique needs Of all families we 
draw attention R): 

- ttie nuclear and extended families and ttielr 
support; 

- the sinale parent families and ttieir support; 

- ttie military families and their support; 

- the migrant, immigrant and dislocated families 
and their support. 



dfkJ dpvwrnmwtt 

;Qgericie89fK)uld provide 88^ 

• Recognizing the unique needs of all families, 
special attention should be given to families of 
different cultural linguistla ethnic, economic, and 
religious backgrounds. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, /p; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 399' fi {81% yes); 
Recommendation Rann: 32 , 



: TherelDm;,ttie oqvi^^ wttti pirivale 

i npnprofltv^^ and 
« suetoirjinoic^ 
altneddpinoyidlnoiM 

^ wtrict|(ehM^^ ; 



• Recognizing the unique needs and societal 
strenps of all fdmllies, special attention should be 
given to different cultural, linguistic, ethnic, economic, 
military and religious backgrounds. 



!D No, 21; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 364-121 (73%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 48 

^Thoiigli'ofiehiur^^ 

large numbefs In t^ils country and both deserve and 
;need 8peclflc;8un^ In order to hjndion In the best ; 
ilnwBstbfaliltirnllyi^ r-i^'v^x- h • ^ 

,/:E)derkledj^iTiii^^ 
:;;ondydiyhycii!^^ 

f \M call lor a, iBpogoitloh df tHle fact 1^ goymn^^^ ; 
: : :lqws'dndj^i'ulatk^^ the : 

; voluntary 8eclbr;in;ttjiei^ 

programs 80 thorih^nntiy.hd^ 

supporting efl^ on exteikM families: I : 
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Fq^ndly Supports 

Rectmmendatia^ Compared 



Bdjtanmre iionference 

to No. 19; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Votey Kj^'f4 {91% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 19 

l^cbmpmnoftl^^ sectors 

• Federally supported programs Should encourage 
ogerKles and organizations to seek ways to involve 
fdmllles iri.ttie provision of services. 

#i,^{kleraily8up|x^ 
Ificenti^wllnKogi^ 

cuiturot oommu^ and voluntary 

• Service should Include the use of volunteers and 
fdmlly setf-heip programs. 

dndottier : 

support program 

i^n^tptm^ 

Related Recommendations: 

Com ln-55 relates to local services, citizen 

portlcipatlon and tamlly self-help. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. /p; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 406-160 (72% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 19 



We recommend that the private and public sectors Join 
: together to provide supports to iTieet the specific needs 
ofldmiiles. 



• Programs are to encourage agencies and 
organizations to seek ways fo involve families in the 
provision of services Including advisory commKtees 
containing consumers 

• FMmalhf suroofted programs should provtoe 
incenttvBsrorlinkagesvvlthpublk:, private, multi- 
cultural community-boned systems; and voluntary 
organlzationa 

• Servtee should include the use of volunteers and 
tamily self-help programs. 

• Wb further recommend that federal and other 
support proarams designed to help tdmiltes otter 
servfc>9S to me entire tdmily as well as the Individual. 

Related Recommendations; 

60V-5O relates to community Input and community 

resources. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 20; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 396-9^ (81% yes); 
Recommendation nank: 55 



recommend that the private and public sectors Join 
together to provide supports to meet the special needs 
of ramllles. 



• Programs are to encourage agencies and 
organizations to seek ways to involve tomlties In the 
provision of services Including advisory committees 
containing consumers 

• Fsderaltysupported programs should provide 
incentives for linkages with public, private, multi- 
cultural community-based s^ms, and voluntary 
organizations. 

• Service should include the use of volunteers and 
tomily self-help programs. 

• W9 further recommend that federal and other 
support programs designed to help tamilles offer 
services to tne entire tamlly as well as the Individual. 

Related Recommendations: 

60V-51 relates to local services and citizen 

participation. 

Com ln-56 relates to cooperative efforts between 
community institutton and govemment and legislation 
that will encourage self-help eftorts. 



Family Impact Statements 

RecommendatioTis Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 21; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 536-69 [88% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 35 

E\wv^'priVG^^ encouK^ to 

• Legislation to this end be adequately provided by 
fMeral, state and local legislative bodies. 

•liMvofuntaty'lh^ 
fbmlllesbecTegted bylnterested locoli^^ 
and:atthe nationdl levet to insiiro that public policies 
impocfing oh tamiiies; Iricluding ttiose of business 
dhd Jridustiy'biBi sensitive to the:d 
amJoa^ 

Related Recommendations; 

Gov-50 relates to accountability of govemment and 

private sector to onolyze policies as they offect 

families. 



Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 20; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: j6i'20&(64% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 34 



Every private and public agency be encouraged to 
write a tomily impact statement as part of e>^ policy 
implemented. 

• Legislation to this end be adequately provided by 
federal state and local legislotlve bodies, 

• that voluntary independent commisstons for 
tamilles be created by interested localities and states, 
and at the notional leveL to Insure that public policies 
impacting on families, including those of business 
and indtistry/ be sensitive to the diversity of families 
and accountable to their spectal needs. 

Related Recommendations; 

Gov-49 relates to tamily impact analysis tar laws ond 

regulations. 



Related Recommendations: 

Gov-50 relates to tamily impoct onolysis tor lows and 

regulations 
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Issues: 



Parents 
land Children 




eiegates at all three White House Conferences adopted 
recommendations dealing with adolescent pregnancy, 
foster care and adoption and parent-child relationships. 
AH three Conferences made recommendations relat- 
ing to the crisis of adplescent pregnancies and for prevention to 
receive high priority. Baltimore and Minneapolis recommended that 
male and female adolescents and their families should have access to 
comprehensive health, education (including family life education), , 
arid social services. These services may be provided by parents, 
religious institutions, and/or public and private agencies. Los Ange- 
les delegates stressed that the most efifective means of prevention is 
the influence of positive peer group values. 

The delegates at the Baltimore and Minneapolis Conferences 
recommended that pregnant adolescents, adolescent parents and 
their families should have access to comprehensive services that will 
help them overcome the problems associated with early pregnancy 
and teenage parenthood. 

In the area of foster care and adoption, each Conference 
reaffirmed the right of the child to a stable, permanent home. In 
Baltimore, the delegates, by an overwhelming majority (93%), 
I strongly endorsed H.R. 3434 and called upon the President to enact 
it into law.* Specific changes in the foster care system were supported 
by 71% of the delegates in Minneapolis. These changes include: 
case review every six months by agency of jurisdiction and local 
citizen review board 

• preventive services to decrease possibility of out-of-home place- 
ment in foster care 

• adoption subsidies for placing children with special needs 

• termination of parental rights legislation 

• implementation of the Indian Child Welfare Act 

-A'':-.-- A large majority (86%) of the Los Angeles delegates urged 
government to encourage alternative services for children, utilizing 
the private sector as well as public services. 

Conference recommendations on parent-child relations all fo- 
cused on strengthening the parent-child relationship. Baltimore 



Families 
are important, but they 
come in all sizes, and 
shapes, and colors. 

Helen Fisher. Alaska State Hcarins 




*This legislation was signed into law in mid-June, 1980. 
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delegates (57%) recommended that parents not be excluded from 
making decisions which aflFect minor children's participation in 
programs unless the interest and rights of the child are at risk. 
Minneapolis delegates recognized that parents should assume the 
primary responsibility for teaching their children the basic moral 
values and responsible conduct. But Minneapolis also recognized the 
right of all children to equal protection of the law under the 
Constitution of the United States, and that this right may supersede 
the rights of parents to notification about a minor child's participa- 
tion in private or government social service programs. In Los 
Angeles, 77% of the delegates urged that government utilize the 
inherent strengths of extended families, neighborhood, religious 
affiliations and other informal aspects of cultural, linguistic, ethnic, 
and religious diversity of families in planning and funding services. 



Parent-Child Relations 

Recommendations Compared 



Battimore Conference 

ID No. 24; Recommending Group: Pi^C; 
Conference Vote: $43-3^3 (sS%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: ^4 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 34; Recommending Group: P(^C; 
Conference Vote: 30^-380 (31% yes); 
Recommendation Hank. 




Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 34; Recommending Group: P(dC; 
Conference Vote: ryy-j 10 yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 40 



— iiQnii^no ^ ottinic «. » .w^.^ 

Amrtcdh famlllw, the ppi^ . _ 

should be to strengthen the porent-chtld retotionshif) In 
Qtl fdmllles Including the extended:tbmlty rekitlonship. 



. , /ofthelawuhdiKtheC^ 



pqrtlclpqt^ gdVemrmlnr sbclQl serv^^^ 

pfograrns.; 



• It should be the policy of the government to utilize 
the inherent strengths ot the extended family, 
neighborhood, rellalous atfiiiotlons and other intbrmai 
methods ot cultural, linguistic, ethnic, and religious 
diversity ot ftimilies in planning and funding sen/ices. 

• AiildrnltylrTipadQnd 

Idmity relatlohsnlps as the ones to be strengthened. 
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Carey Adoption^ And Family Services 

Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

/ lb No, 27; Recommending Group: P(^C; 

Omfertnce VoU: 5J5'B7 (94% 
: Ricommendation Hani: ly 




ID No. 25; Recommending Group: P^C; 
Conference Vote: 507-/6/ (71% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 35 




ID No. 22; Recommending Group: P^C; 
Conference Vote: (86% yes); 

Recommendation Rank: 



.Chlldreii;hQvearighttoa8table/ loving 



• require: that all foster care cases be reviewed every 
six months, botti wittiln tt)e ogerKy of jurlsdictloa and 
externally by citizen review boards. 




^^^^^^ 

• Pre-opproval and on-going training for foster 
porent$. 




• When families fall to meet this Ideal government 
policies should recognize and encourage a vital 
spectrum of services, especially through the private 
sector. 




• .Foster home core, group homes, children's homes, 
treatment centers and adoption are equally valid 
attemotlves depending on the needs they serve, 
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Adolesc 

Recmmendiuhri 
Baltimore (]€ 

ID No, 9): Recommend 
^Conference Vote: ^27-6 
Recommendation Ranki 



• Pregnant adolescents 
families siXHJid ttoveoa 
educatidh and social ser 
overcome the problems ( 
pregnancy ondteenoge I 



• Tt)ls may be provided 
Institutions, community 1 
ond private agencies. 
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Issues: 



FamUy Violence 




majority of the delegates at each Conference adopted 
recommendations about violence within families, empha- 
sizing the need for government leadership in understand- 
ing the causes of family violence and in enacting and 
funding protective legislation, strengthening current programs, and 
strictly enforcing existing laws to alleviate and prevent family vio- 
lence. They referred to the proposed 1980 Domestic \^olence Pre- 
vention and Services Act and the 1974 Child Abuse Act. The 
recommendations als6 spelled out the need for coordinated, fam- 
ily-oriented, multi-cultural, 24-hour comprehensive treatment serv- 
ices, with greater cooperation between community groups, churches 
and government agencies. 

In addition, all three Conferences stressed the need for in- 
creased public awareness of family crises either through media 
campaigns, community awareness education, and family life educa- 
tion starting in the earliest grades. The Minneapolis Conference 
proposed a Presidential Commission to explore the problem, rec- 
ommend courses of action and educate the public. 

The majority of the delegates recommended that rehabilitation 
services for both the victim and perpetrator of family violence be 
encouraged and provided. 

The Los Angeles delegates emphasiz-d, as a preventive meas- 
ure, the need to enhance self-esteem and to develop policies that are 
sensitive to cultural differences. 

Finally, the Los Angeles delegates adopted a recommendation 
calling for legal and social equality of the sexes as -a means of-^ 
preventing spouse abuse. 




In October 
of this year a women 
uith six children called 
us who needed 
emergency shelter . • • 
we were forced to tell 
her that there was no 
space available for hen 
One week later she was 
on the critical list at the 

Hartford Hospital 
because of the severit}' 
of her husband's 
beating. 

EHen Curlcy, Hartford Hearing 
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Sendees 



BiMmore Conference 

ID No, 2y; Recommending Croup: Fam Vio; 
Conference VoU: 520-74 (83% yes); 
Recommendation Rani: 3 3 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 25; Recommending Croup: Fam Vio; 
Conference VoU: 403-166 (71% yes): 
Recommendation Rank: 21 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 2y, Recommending Group: Fam Vio; 
Conference Vote: 410-00 {82% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 24 




• Development and Implementation of educational 
curricula and enhonced professional training in family 
ilf^, parenting^ sex roles, sexuality, and 
Interigenerotional relationstilps starting in 
kindergarten; 




• Govemment must begin working toward prevention 
of violence by providing community awareness 
education, family life skilis education at several levels 
of education Including K-12 and aduit education 
programs and counseiing. *- 



ID No. 26; Recommending Croup: Fam Vio; 
Conference Vote: 313-74 (87% yes); 
Recommending Rank: 





l#t^*)Mly;multi-^^ 



• provkJing community crises stielterswltti 
supportive healtti, legal and reliabiiitatlve services to 
abuse vtotims and their dependents including 
counseiing, refen-al advocacy and communis 
educatton and self-t)6lp programs; 



f ^convecilent multi-llngudi and provide 



• Providing secure community crises shelters with 
supportive health, legal and rehabilitative services to 
victims of abuse ana their dependents, including 
investigation, counseling, information and refen'Ol, 
advocacy, community education and self-help 
programs. 

• -Tti^s^ I- 
■ agencies.: ' 
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Gp Action 



UjD'No; 2'j; Reeommen^g Group: Fam Vio; 
r j Conferinet Vote: 338-^6(92% yes); 
ReeommemUuion Rank: ms 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 26; Recommending Group: Fam Vio; 
Conference Vote: 36^-199 (64% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 32 



Ajmd ftiiHJInfl of 

j^^lJfKl9rlt)e;ChlklAbm:A^ 

• Pre-exisffnoprogroms Should be promoted ond 
^^strengttiened. 

^^mur^ arid 8el^h6lp gjbups/ 
l/l^iKtfprogramiilte 
nafilfiaofltynliy^ibuso;^ 

All tovGis of government st^ould strictly enforce current 
lows* enact appropriate new lows, ond provide funds 
for related training of crlminoi Justice personnel. 




Los Angeles Conference 



ID No, 4^; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 293-29/ (30% yes); 
' Recommending Rank: 51 



_JeiDUit^i6^ Heoltti/Fdmlly: ; ; ; ; : ^ 



-The White House Conl^nca oh Fd^^ : 
; recbmmend^llieoslabllsht^ 
: CDmmfssi6n.lo explore the ndtiirir Cduses^^;^ 



ittMffonilly^^aniitct 
Jsertous " " 



, MWft)6:,c6mrif<lSsl6h^ld 

iTude Inoei^ 
vlmwled^ Q(!he;prbbiem dridhihi^^ k- i : 
:legisldtk)<tsnkl^k^^ 
espwtoily^prtverftw 




ID No, 26; Recommending Group: Fam Vio; 
Conference Vote: 404-84 {83% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 39 

. : To encourage the developmerir of a positive self-image 

lorKl erihance d^:es)eem 0^ a prm^ 
1 ; donmni^vlofence^gpyemmeritata^ 
rtoooep^cultmidiflmerk^a^ 

;pre86nmtloii o(ethnlc.tradltl^ as a matter of both 
. , po(lcy,qnd^f)rci^ ^ - 

ID No, 37; Recommending Group: Fam Vio; 
Conference Vote: 386-1 (77% 
Recommending Hank: 3 7 

The crime of abuse of women by llviiTg-ln partners is a 
• continuotkm of mole dominance in society By 
' contributing fo ttw legal eqikility of the sexes v» vv^^^ 
. be'working to erM spouse abuse. Therefbre; this 
conference recbmnnends the pdssoge of legislation 
' >thd will contribute to legal and social 4tn,unllty of the 
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ff 

I happen to 
be a recovering 
alcoholic* I come m>m 
an alcoholic famUfy that 
has alreackr dealt with 
alcoholism* My 
^andmother is an 
^coholic* My fether, 
alcoholic* My oldest 
brother, alcoholic* My 
sister, ahhou^ she 
does not drink, 
married to 
an alcoholic* 

A participant at the Detroit Hearing 



Issues: 

Substance Abuse 




Delegates at all three White House Conferences on Families 
expressed their deep concerns about drug and alcohol 
abuse by overwhelming votes for recommendations deal- 
ing with education of youth, involvement of total family in 
prevention and treatment, and media responsibility in addressing 
the harmful effects of substance abuse. 

At two Conferences, delegates expressed the need for training 
qualified personnel (including physicians and other health person- 
nel), for government assistance in developing community-based 
comprehensive treatment programs, for employment training, and 
for the accessibility of treatment to all persons with consideration for 
their language and culture. 

Minneapolis delegates proposed a 2% increase in alcohol taxes 
to fund local treatment programs, a raise in the legal drinking age to 
21, and placement of warning labels on alcohol containers. 

Delegates in Baltimore warned against budget cuts in attacking 
alcohol, drug and nicotine abuse, "our number one health problem." 
They also stressed the need for program accountability as well as 
client follow-up. 

Those delegates also recommended that we should help chil- 
dren discover their gifts, talents and abilities, and cultivate these 
through a strong, loving family in order to raise the children's 
self-esteem and thus help to prevent substance abuse. 
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%^i0Jtt^ Prevention, And Media 

^JRec^^ Compared 



; ID No: 28; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: ^78-1^ (97% yes); 
. Recommendation Rank: i 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 28; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: $20-4^ (92% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5 



L€m Angeles Conference 

ID No. 28; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: 412-^9 (87% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 2 5 




• Medio should ovoid showing drugs os 0 cure-oil, 
promote public awareness of constructive ottemotives, 
and must provide equoi time to counteroct olcohoi 
commerclois. 




• Medical professlonols should undergo extensive 
troining on drug obuse, especioiiy prescription drugs 
and alcohol. 



• Churches, doctors, iow-enforcementogenciesond 
ottier services ogencies; 



• Govemment should provide guidelines ond 
incentives for ttie troining of quolified personnel 
teoching drug obuse prevention methods. 



• in locol, stote and federal funding, with no or os 
few strings attoched as possible,- 



ID No. 29; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: 411-1^9 (72%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 



ID No. 29; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Corference Vote: 439-32 {93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 8 




Related Recommendotlons: Heoltn-3a. Heotm Implications of substance abuse. 
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Treatment Services 

Recamrnendatum Compared 



Baltimore €Jonference 

ID No, 39; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: yti'^^ (94%y^s); 
Recommendation Rank: 7 



MinneapoUa Conference 

No Recommendations 



• That Is, accessible ta families and In the language 
and culture of these families receiving services. 



l)!ia'8tkHikt ImHiidQ Q multt-\ 



diacfplirKinfio^ , . 

• Programs should be accountable and Client 
tollow-up done. 



Lm Angeles Conference 

ID No. 50; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: 326-143 (66% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5^ 



• The IMerat jioyernrnerif through iegislotlon should 
mandate oobrdlnatlon behween substance abuse 
proqrams and ogencles ot the state and community 
level to idenflty daps and duplication In existing 
progrms In order to prioritize 0 comprehensive 
delivery systerti 

• Treatment must be available, acceptable, 
accessible to all persons and In the language and 
culture of those participating families. 

• Comprehensive treatment process must include: 
referral, detox residential treatment, halfway house. 
Job training. Job placements. 



: •. (Throughout tredtrnent drid Intervehtlda the primary 
;tocu«shou!dbep^^^ 



• Treotmentshelters must Include (dcllltiesfbr least 
disruption of tdmily unity and employment. 

• Business and agency programs should be 
developed In on atmosphere free of stigma or 
retaliation. 



Funding 

Recommendations Compared 


Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 30; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: ^47-42 {93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: xo 


Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 


Los Angeles Coitference 

No Recommendations 



proDiembecausiprlts^^ 

• Vife recommend thot these problems receive the 
highest priorltY This Includes no budget cuts and 
sufllcient funding for prevention and treatment; 

• The need for changing attitudes; 

'i; TItt roed.^ involvement; 

• And the need for notional efforts against the dmg 
and alcohol epidemic. 

■;«l:^M^Mti^ 

\ (nid abilities and culthrale theise th^gh a strcxtg; 
, lOvft^ MIy to nitsiB the children's 8effHesteem^ 
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Liqfupi; Tcuvy And Drinking Age 

Rec(nnmendat^ Compared 



Baitimore Conference 

No RicommindaHons 




MinneapoUs Conference 

ID No, 2 7; Recommending Group: Sub Ab; 
Conference Vote: 487- {86% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5 



: • Because dIbohcMQtMte Is 
proposed thot d 2% tax be iei^ 
bemioes ond relaM license Ita and kept in the 
counties fwtre^^ 

• These ore local monies^ ttierefdre^ spending and 
programmotic decisions stiould be determined on a 
local level. 

• It is also proposed ttxit ttie legal ooelbr 
consumption of alcoholic beverogesDe raised to 

■ twenty-one^ ^Jj , 

• It is further proposed that legislation be enacted 
requiring labels warning of the dangers of alcohol 
consumption be placedon ali alcohol beverage 
containers. 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 



ERIC 



Issues: 

Aging 




Conference recommendations on aging urged that the indi- 
viduality of elderly persons be recognized and that they 
have as broad a range of voluntary choices of living ar- 
rangements as possible and feasible for them. This effort 
caUed for a variety of supports for them to live in their own homes, in 
their adult children's homes, as well as in institutional settings. To 
that end, recommendations on tax policies, services to the elderly 
person and alternatives to institutionalization were adopted at all 
three White House Conferences. 

In relation to tax policies, all three Conferences strongly or 
overwhelmingly urged tax incentives to households with elderly 
members. Two Conferences recommended tax incentives for hous- 
ing modifications to accommodate older persons; in Baltimore, tax 
benefits for homemaker services were supported. 

Delegates to all three Conferences recognized the. need for a 
variety of options in living arrangements for elderly persons, with 
special emphasis on enabling elderly persons to remain at home. 
They urged support for day care, respite care, changes in Medicare 
and Medicaid policies and other community-based services. Min- 
neapolis delegates recognized a need for younger families caring for 
elders as well as elders themselves to have services directed to 
determining and implementing these living arrangements. 

Two Conferences, Baltimore and Minneapolis, adopted rec- 
ommendations urging reforms of the social security system, includ- 
ing assuring an adequate income level, reducing or eliminating 
limitations on earned income, semi-annual cost of living adjust- 
ments, no reduction in payment because of marriage, immediate 
vesting in private plans, and multi-language explanations of the 
system. 

Baltimore and Minneapolis each adopted recommendations on 
housing, one urging funding to help elderly persons maintain their 
homes and the other providing for adequate housing for rural 
elderly persons. By a large majority, Los Angeles urged that govern- 
ment programs for the aged reflect an awareness of the cultural, 
Imguistic, ethnic, religious, sexual, geographical, health, dietary, 
economic, and other differences among the aged population. 

67 



Challen^ and Responsibilities Recommendations • 67 



litw Services^ Housing 

I^^ Compared 



BdUisnore Conference 

ID No. 3 a; Ricommendmg Group: Ag; 
Confntnce Vote: 57a -a a (96% yes); 
: Recommendation Rank: a 



MinneapoUs Conference 

ID No. 50; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 4jyn2 (80% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 8 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 5/; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 40^-76 (92% yes); 
Recommendation RanH: a 5 



• Appropriate changes in Medlcaid/Medicare 
policies. 

• Local development of services by ttie public and 
private sectors sucti os telephone reassurances, 
meals on wheels, friendly visiting, companionship, 
dialm-rlde, and respite care. 



• pay core sliould be mode available In rural and 

furlwnareos.t>.f^^^ 

• To alleviate family pressures and ensure qualify c 
life, services, including home care, hospice and 
respite care and health care. 



• Improved Medicare and Medicaid benefits to 
Include niental health out-patients and raise Part B 
medicare ceiling from $250 to $1,000. 

>^:Daycare.^;-.'/:v:;':^^^ -^L^ 



• Respite or relief services. 

[Remaining portions of this recomniendatlon can be 
found in: Ag/Tax Policies.] 




^^^^a^wommSS^roiJ^^^^^ 

Conference Vote: 406-^^ {92% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 27 




Conference Vote: 478-81 (86% yes); 
Recommendation Kank: 7 




ERIC 



^8 



W m liinUie Hou^ eonjhmce on Families 



Babbndw^ Coitference 

ID No» 55; Pjeommending Group: Ag; 
Cmfirinu9VoU:5^^'k6 (94%yes); 




MinneapoUs Conference 

ID No. 50; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 455-112 (80% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 8 

[; Fediera 
, , J options W8uW,l^ 



: • Tox credits to households wim 
65 dfkJ ovec low Income subsid^^ 
i government old. ; ; 



• Should that household modify Its dwelling to 
accommodate on older person, on oddttionol tax 
incentive should be givea 



Los Angeles Conference 




: It Is nrKivBd^ft^^^ (M)er Individuois 



need 



: goyemmerit arxl cofnifnunity support to enable them to 
looiiHnueJn ttjeircqraTg^^^ activities.' Inbentives : 
should be mode available to fdmiiles and other ; 
Indivldudlslo encourage them to provide ongoing 
Icaretotheelder)^ 

• Tokdeklucttons^ 



• Respite or relief services 



• Daycare 

• Allowances to molte olterations or additions to 
existing homes. 



•^fieb^^ 

Incennves lol IrkMfuals who assist 

• St' dy the efltet of how fbmily support Is considered 
in determination of income eligibiltty for the elderly to 
participate in progroms. 

♦Siibxbl^MM^ 



ID No, 9; Recommending Group: Tax; 
Conference Vote: 435-40 (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 10 



Provide tax credits tor home core of elderly or infirm. 



[Remolning portions of this recommendotion con be 
found in: Tox/Morrioge Penolty; Tox/Tox Policies for 
the Core of Aging ond Hondicopped.] 
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|il3c»ftomic Issues 



' : U> No» st; Recommending Croup: Ag; 
; Confirenee Vote: 35S'^6(^4% yes); 
\ Ricofmendotum Rank: 8 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 5/; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 437-134 (78% yes); 
Recommendatioft Rank: 14 



Los Angeles Conference 




^^^^^^^^^^ 



• Cost of living adjustmenr should be mode semh 
annually accofding to changes In the consumer price 
index. 

incfBQsedelaeftyjemploymentQppo^ 

• Vesting in private pension plans should be node 
Immediate and transferable. 



Diversity 

Recommendations Compared 


BaUHmov^e Conference 

No Recommendations 


Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 


Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 33; Recommending Group: Ag; 
Conference Vote: 378- f 8 (87% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 59 






, : ; from ttWf ibnoip^ 
' .sh6utdrefled.Qn!dM^^ 












: l ecoramlc Qrxlothtf diff^^ 
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Issues: 

Education 



^"■p^ ducation was the number one recommendation in Los Artge- 
^- KiHt where 95% of the delegates voted for a partnership 
; between parents and school to ensure quality education for 

^f^^^ each student. Similarly in Minneapolis, with 80% support, 
the delegates acknowledged that education goals were to be a shared 
responsibility with parent involvement in the development of all 
educational policies. At both Conferences, the delegates also rec- 
ommended that community advisory councils be established. 

In Baltimore, there was 90% delegate support for priority 
attention to family life education, with a program focus on parent- 
ing, communication, and life skills at all levels of education. These 
programs should be holistic, recognizing ethnic and personal dimen- 
sions and respecting all sectarian positions. 

In Los Angeles, the delegates identified Community Education 
as a major resource for families and communities to help themselves 
and each other. 

In Baltimore, more than 80% of the delegates agreed public 
education must be maintained. The federal and state governments 
should work to secure equal educational opportunity for every child 
with special emphasis on the importance of bi-cultural and bi-lingual 
programs. 

A further Baltimore recommendation called for increased ap- 
propriations for current federal education programs, with priority 
for increasing state and local funding and standards for sex equitable 
education. 
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§jBiJm Programs 
W^u^ Education Opportunity 

% B€9ltimare Coi^erence Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

;; V ii) No* ^6; Recommending Group: Ed; No Recommendations No Recommendations 

iV Conference Vote: ^0'ii4 {81% yes); 

;. Recomme7idationRaitk: 42 



• Children must be taught in a language they 
understand. Bi-llngual, bi-cuttural programs which 
reflect the culture and traditions of our pluralistic 
society should be instituted as port of the process of 
leoming English and becoming integrated into the 
mainstream of American lite. 

.•vOoncms 

adeqtkro funds for awdreriess trdli)ifio for educators In 
voider 16 deaf rtxm eftocth^ 



Education Funding 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Cottference Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 55; Recommending Group: Ed; No Recommendations No Recommendations 

Conference Vote: 468^1 2^ (79% yes); 

Recommendation Rank: 46 



; Mefolgovimmi^ 

- !i»;;Conom8^ ihcreo^ apprbprkrtionsto 

• Priortty should be given to increasing state and 
local appropriations and standords for quotily sex- 
equitable educational programs inclusive of: K*]2, 
BItlnguol Educattoa Special Education (including 
Exceptionol and GHted), Community Education 
Educatfon for Hondicapped Persons, Continuing 
Education, Vxatlonai tducotion. Adult Education, 
Higher Education 
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■03^-^^]^^ Conference 



iW^ehi^ Partnership 

RecmmendaHom Compared 



Battimore iJonference 

^ No Recomtmndatians 



Minneapolis Coitference 

ID No, ^4; Recommending Group: Ed; 
Conference Vote: dfi-ai (80% yes); 
Recommendation liank: iz 




• Families can be and should be invQived in Q 
meaninafulway. In the education of their children. To 
thotenowe recommend that parents be involved in 
the development of oil education policies ot the 
federot stole ond local level. 



PIpilBpSiiips 



/councils be 



I/O8 Angeles Conference 

JD No, ^4; Recommending Group: Ed; 
Conference Vote: 479-2^ (9S%yes); 
Recommendation Hank: x 



jJiidVmiBHouse^C^^ : 
iportnershipbelweenpaiehts'aixls^^ : 

;qiiaH^;e(J^^ - 

; and the medio cooperate with pa^ 
:.edu(Mrflor^ 

• Families should be involved In 0 meaningful vt/ay in 
the education of children. We recommend parent 
involvement in the development of oil educotionoi 
policies ot the federoi, state ond local level. 



• : ond that community odvlsofy councils be 
established at each school 



Family Life Education 

Reconimendations Compared 



Battinmre Conference 

ID No. J4; RecommeruUng Group: Ed; 
Conference Vote: 5Ji-6i (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 22 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 




• communication slOils 



i^utipnl^^fdn^ ; (Fbr other fomily life education recommer)dations, 

; 8e6;PrepGra^^ ond Fomjiy Life) 



Community Education 

Recommendations Compared 



Battimore Conference 

No Recommendations 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Ed; 
Conference Vote: 4^1-58 {88% yes); 
atA: 6 



Recommendation Ran 



Whereos, education Is 0 ioumey that takes o lifetime, 
ond whereos educational resources should be utilized 
to yield the greatest benefit tbr the most people, ond 
whereos 0 community of people may more efficiently 
accomplish more tbr Itself as 0 whole land for Its 
individual members If It Joins together; ond whereas 
the local cbmmu nity perbrms functions for Its own 
members In 0 family-oriented, non-lnstitutlonalized 
way so that people ore the fbcus, not program^, 
therefore be It resolved, that Community Education be 
promoted as 0 resource for fdmliies to help 
themselves ond each other within their communltvt 
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Issues: 

Health 




more. 



I he focus of the health care delivery system should be on 
prevendon and wellness orientadon. Educadon, early inter- 
vendon, counseling, screening and outreach were empha- 
sized in recommendadons in both Los Angeles and Balti- 
The Baldmore Conference also recommended accessible 
comprehensive health care for all segments of the community. Third 
party payments, tax credits and other government subsidies should 
cover all such services. More than 90% of the delegates in Baldmore 
emphasized that health care for families in rural and urban com- 
munides should be made more accessible through reducdon of the 
barriers of cost, geography and cultural diflFerences. Discrepancy in 
health status between the minority and general populadons must be 
eliminated. 

Delegates vodng in Baldmore (65%) and Los Angeles (62%) 
called for a full range of family planning services to all persons 
including pre- and postnatal care and safe, legal abordons. 

A Los Angeles recommetidadon urged the government to 
discondnue subsidy of the tobacco industry as well as its support of 
corporations which sell or distribute illegal drugs or hazardous 
substances and medical devices to other countries. 




If sheen 
touefh. We don't have 
health insurance for the 
family^ so we can't 
afford to get sick. 

Virginia Gershanit Kansas Hearing 
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7f*^i;l^ Families 



Flfri^ Health 



Bditbhpre Conference 

ID. No. ^8; jtecmmending Group: Health; 
; Conference ' Vote: ^24-60 {go% yes); 
Riconmendation Rank: 27 . 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendaiioiu 




• We urge ttiot ttie private ond public sectors focus 
ttieir resources toward preventioa voluntary eorty 
intervention, education ond outreach services. In both 
specific ond comprehensive progroms. These should 
be both accessible for oil segments of the community 
ond reimbursed by third parly payors or tax credits. 





)^eMajtt)[8ratu^l)i^^ minority arid ger)i 
pcVKilmto^^ homlcRle, 



In 

general 
ilde/aicohol 



LoH Angeles Conference 

ID No. 37; Recommending Group: Heaith; 
Conference Vote: 569-/25 (73% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 44 

• overlooked; be It resolved that the government support 
oil dspeds of physical brklim 1 
perrons; comprehensive prevention through 
screening; eailyintervention, counseling, education 
ond outreach: - 



• Providers Include licensed ond registered heoilh 
providers, paro-professlonois, community based ond 
support service for those mentody ond physlcolly 
Impaired. 

• Recognition of values, traditions of cultural, ethnic 
ond longuage needa emphasizing out-patient ond 
In-home treatment; ofTering tox ond other incentives to 
promote wellness. Funding for health care should be 
provided by an Independent heotth insuronce system 
with govemment subsidy for those not covered. 



Family Planning/Abortion 

Recornmendations Compared 



Baitbnore Conference 

ID No. 39; Recommending Group: Health; 
Conference Vote: 383-202 (63% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 55 

kiiiioa ms^lo^tiikA on deeply held principles of 
rieflglp^^frieiedor^ 

The decision whether to hove 0 child Is 0 personol 
decision of conscience for each womon In 
consultation with 0 doctoc 

GoviBmrhem restrictions would endanger her health 
and wellrbelng df the womon ond the fomily 

• Therefore, the full ronge of fomlly plonning services 
Including pre- ond post-natol core ond sate, legol 
obortion must be ovolloble to oil who freely moKe this 
decision. 



• Regording obortion ond oil reproductive services, 
neither the wHCF nor the govemment should pass ony 
proposal that should be mondatory for parent or child. 



MinneapoUs Conference 

No RecominendcUions 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 38; Recommending Group: Health; 
Conference Vote: 308-192 (62% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 56 



• WHCF recommends that the government should 
moke ovolloble to oli persons, regordtess of Income, 
geogrophic location, or oge, the m ronge of fomlly 
plonning services, including: pre- ond postnotol core: 
pregnoncy testing ond counseling, confidentiol birth 
conlrol ond safe, legol obortion. 
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re Conference 

i^^JO-No: 4^; Recommending Group: Gov: 
■J ICmfirenci VoU: igi-i^i (^6% yes); 
'U:RikcMeniiddon Hank: 5/ 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



Human Needs Recommendations • 75 
TSsAn^3csCoS^kreS!c^^ 

No Recommendations 




RlQhtto decide whether or not to bear a child Including 
: access to the full range of family planning services^ 
abortion^ and motemal and Infant care. 
; [Remaining portions of this recommendation can be 
fbund In: Gov/ERA; Gov/Community Participation and 
Resources; and FomVlo/Govemment Action.] 

56; Recommending Croup: ComJn; 
Cortfererue Vote: 460- 1 14 ( 80% yes); 
Recommendaiion Rank: 47 



No Recommendations 



No Recommendalions 




Accessibility Of Comprei tensive Health Care 

Recommendations Compared 



Baliimore Conference 

ID No, 57; Recommending Croup: Health; 
Conference Vote: ^4(hf 2 (gi%yes); 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



Los Angetes Conference 

No Recommendations 



Recommendation. Ran 




• Speclficalty, occess barriers such as culture^ 
geography physical barriers and cost must be 
' quatety oddressed. if this goal is to be achieved. 




Hazardous Substances 



Recommendations Compared 
Baltimore Conference 

No Recommendations 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 




Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 59; Recommending Croup: Health; 
Conference Vote: 59/-/02 (79% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 55 

[QtHUflsH pp8cv(|jiBflplh 

^'^^x^fdn&es^^ 
3(ff6ednGeneratfbbej^i 

• The government cease support of corporations and 
agencies that distribute or sell illegal and hazardous 
substances, drugs and medical devices to other 
countries, espectally third world countries. 
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€6 

Excluding a 
family simply because 
some of Its members 
are children^ Is no less 
discriminating than 
excluding a family on 
the basis of race, 

religion, or 
national origin. 

Thomas Hageny, Hartford Hearing 
gf—— 



Issues: 

Housing 



Delegates at each of the White House Conferences adopted 
proposals calling for afiFordable family housing and pro- 
grams to end housing discrimination. Among other ap- 
proaches to meeting housing needs, the delegates called 
for tax incentives, subsidies, and reduced interest rates. They called 
for strict enforcement of current laws and passage of new legislation 
to outlaw discrimination against families with children, against 
rninorities, single persons, and because of age and other characteris- 
tics including handicapping conditions, sexual preference, and 
blood and legal relationships. This discrimination also should be 
prohibited by all local and federal housing and financing programs, 
except those projects exclusively directed to provide housing for 
elderly persons. The Minneapolis proposal urged priority action on 
migrant, Indian, rural and low income housingin ghettos and barrios, 
barrios. 

Minneapolis and Los Angeles called for an end to restrictive 
zoning practices. Minneapolis urged an overhaul of federal housing 
programs to produce more units and called for an end to practices 
which restrict the supply of housing and fair access to housing, such 
as red lining. Baltimore delegates (90%) emphasized the preserva- 
tion of a sense of neighborhood through efforts to increase home 
ownership, develop effective housing code enforcement and avoid 
displacement of families. Each Conference urged more effective 
programs of housing maintenance or code enforcement. 





ERIC 



7? 



Human Needs Recommendations • 77 



Access To And Availability of Housing 

\ Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Cortference 

ID No., 40: Recommending Group: Horn; 
Conference Vote: 478-102 (82% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4 ^ 

Implemenr legislation and additional appropriations to 
Increasing low and moderate cost housing available 
tdr rental, nome end apartment ownership Including: 



• Sut>sidies for iow-interest loans for homeowners. 

• Rental and mortgage payment subsidies. 

• Tax-free housing revenue bonds. 



• Acloiowledgement of *sweatequit/ (to increase 
loan amounts available to homeowners) 

• Expansion of "Homesteading" Programs. 

• Real property tox obatenoent for homeowners. 

;n^)lbrlhg;^^ 



MinneapoUs Conference 

ID No, 40; Recommending Croup: Hons; 
Conference Vote: ^ap-a ^4 (58% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 42 

' >^no i^rr^^^^ r^s iniir^^^ economic 
obiljfyofditfnd^feyelsiop^^ ' ; 

: OdONT^ OElVd sul^ 

• The federal government should Insure funds for 
constructian, repaic maintenance and purchasing of 
rental and owner occupied units, 



• iFundirig should include tax incentive subsidies for 
bullderii/jlandlordsQ^ ; ; 

• Govemmentshouid maintain lower interest rotes by 
providing the daiiar dtfl^nce between market rotes 
and the predetermined lower rotes through direct sub> 
sidy payments and use of tax-exempt bonds. Re- 
quirements to qualify far subsidies should be reduced 
to a minimum. 



• Maintenance programs should include 
neighborhood barter methods. 



Los Angeles Coherence 

ID No. 40; Recommending Croup: Hous; 
Conference Vote: 388*111 (78% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 36 



• dtRrrn the'itght of every fbmily to a decent home 
ond witdbte living eriviron^^ 



• To assure the opportunity for that right, the federal 
government should provide incentives to local 
gavemment and the private sector for the production of 
decent safe, atfordable and energy-efficient housing. 



• and supportive services with ixirtlculor emphasis 
on houslru fbr low and moderate income families and 
househoku hovlrig special needs (the elderly^ the 
handicapped/ single-parent and minority tbmllles and 
fomllleswtnichlJorenV;^^ 

• The federal government should otter maintenance, 
education and family financial counseling to all in 
HUD housing programs. 
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78 White House Conje^^ on Families 



F(4rHotising 

RiscomniendaHons Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 41; Recommending Group: Hons; 
Conference Vole: 478' 10^ {82% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 44 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 59; Recommending Group: Hons; 
Conference Vote: 552-2/^ (62% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 57 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 42; Recommending Group: Hons; 
Conference Vote: 321-180 (64% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: ^4 




• Strict enforcement of existing legislation. 

• State enactment of "l^dir-StKirB' twusing lows. 

• Enactment of Edwards-Drlnan Bill (Enforcement of 
Title VIII ^Fdlr Housing AcT by H.U.D,) 




Fair housing laws should apply to ail forms of 
housing, public and private, including 
condominiums, cooperatives, and mobile homes. 




Neighborhood Preservation 



Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No, 42; Recommending Group; Horn; 
Conference Vote: ^23-% 2 (91% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 



Minneapolis Coherence 

No Recommendations 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 
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"^Mes^^ Practices 

[ 11 \ ; RecdmmendaHcn^ Compared 

Baltimore Conference Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendatwns - No Recommendations ID No, 41; Recommending Group: Hons; 

Conference Vote: ^4^-142 (yi%yes); 
■ ■ ■ ■ ' Recommendation Rank: 4g 



• Local Qovemments should review and revise their 
restrlcNve zoning prqcffces through a family Impact 
analysis at lensfevery two years with provision for 
representative uurnmunity Input to the analysis. 

• Incentives should be given to local govemments to 
reform those zoning practices which p:ave detrimental 
to families. 

• Exclusionary zoning practices which restrict the 
housing options of families having a negative Impact, 
OS do those which restrict the provision of family 
support services In residential neighborhoods. 

• Zoning practices must moke provision for the 
avoiiobiiity of access to oil public facilities and private 
services in oil neighborhoods. 



More Effective Federal Housing Programs 

Recommendations Compared 

Baltimore Conference Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Coitference 

No Recommendations ID No, ^8; Recommending Group: Hous; No Recommendations 

Conference Vote: ^66-198 (6$% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 55 



Federal programs have often foiled to meet specific 
local andreglohdrneeds. In order to make federal 
programs more effective, we propose the fallowing 
policy changes: ; * 

« that fBderal housing regulations be streamlined and 
simplified to fdcllltote better local porticipotton and 
etflcierit use of funds ; 

• that programs enable residents to maintain 
housing units 

• that effective safety codes and maintenance 
prcg;^ms be devek)ped and practiced 

• that programs seek to meet the special housing 
needs of elderly handicapped, young families and oil 
other groups suffering from inadequate decent, safe 
and sanitary housing supply 

• to provide 4,000,000 subsidized housing units in 
this decode. 



So 



!■:.:■... ..J; 
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Issues: 

Child Care 




The young 
members of our union 
are firantically seeking 
in all directions 
solutions for a safe 
place to keep their 
children while they are 
at work. At the present 
time> they find nothing 
but patchwoiic 
arrangements and 
coniusion in the 
availability of day care 
programs* 

Berkley Watter5on> United Auto 
Workers. Detroit Hearing 



Support for child care recommendations was consistent at all 
three Conferences, with agreement on the need for alterna- 
tive forms of quality child care, the need for full parental 
choices among a variety of child care options, and for ex- 
panded funding for programs. 

In urging support for alternative forms of quality child care, 
delegates in Baltimore and Minneapolis stressed the importance of 
family and parental involvement in child care programs. Delegates 
in Balumore and Minneapolis supported quality licensing standards 
and their enforcement, as well as training and appropriate compen- 
sation for child care personnel. 

Increased public funding for child care was supported at all 
three Conferences, with Baltimore and Minneapolis stressing the 
need for private industry and government at all levels to expand 
current funding. Los Angeles stressed subsidized care so parents at 
all income levels have access to quality care. Baltimore also recom- 
mended the use of day care as a strategy to avoid out-of-home 
placement. 

Two Conferences, Los Angeles and Minneapolis, passed rec- 
ommendations dealing with tax incentives. Both urged the adoption 
of incentives for businesses which sponsor child care, and expanding 
the present child care deduction or credit. 
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hwr^^ Care Funding 



Recommerulai^ Compared 



Bditbhore Conference 

ID No, 4^; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
ConfiTinci Vote: « yf^ {^o% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 21 , 



>mm f^Mm^ r#os to access 10 day : 

;:cp»ait(tai]f^^ 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 42; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 555-307 (60% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: ^6 



. [Remaining portions'of this : 
r Ibund |n:!C9h Co/Altemdle Fonns of Ctiild Core/Parental 
^ (^Ice.and Ch Co/Child Core Tax ln(»nH\^ 



Loa Angeles Conference 

ID No, 44; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: ^67-128 (74% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 46 

• S^jenris iiGiry^ core programs should 

: be established so that |xu^ income levels . ; 

have access to duallty,cdfe;and pay for such core 
: ac6ordlhi^fafl>^ ; ; li • : 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation con be 
: found in: Cn Ca/Altemative Forms of Child 
Core/Parental Choice;] 



Child Care Tax Incentives To Business 

Recommendations Compared 



B€dtimore Conference 

No Recommendations 



MinneapoUs Conference 

ID No, 42; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 553-207 (6o%yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 56 



• Jehefits i!6r parents wTio reirkiin at honrte, fox 
inqehtives to business and unions who sponsor child ' 
careprogroms. ; 



fRemainInd )X)rtk)n$ of this recomni^^ con be 
found in: (S\ Ca/Altemale:Fbrms of Child Core/Porentol 
Choice and Ch Cd/lhcreosed Child Core Funding.] - 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 43; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 400-82 (82% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 

• Reiolwd: Ttiotttii Wh^ on 
; Families recommends changes in the federal tax lows 
: whteh:0>\Mll allow ernpb^o tax credtt tor 
financing day core serviceis utilized by employees for 
their child ettrier on or off the employer's job sitejh 0 
mdnneriwhich does not attribute such findncial 
contribution to the income of the employees, and 



ID No, 4^; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 4JO-102 (81% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 12 



recomrriend to Include and expand the present 
1 6% deduction tb child care expenses when Incurred : 
doln(,volunteerworklbrnonprQfitorgQ{Ftizdtion&^^^ 
Exemptioiis should also be'ralsed to more fully reflect 
the actual cost of child core when needed tdr other 
purposes. ' • , : . . = 



(2) Increase the level of the present child care tax 
credits available for work-related child cm expenses. 



jMQlid RmimMmMim M on ttne Confmnoei rsloisd racommendotlont appeared In nox Polices* and 'FomlUes and Work.' 
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82 • White House Conference on Families 



Alternative Forms Of Child Care/Parental Choice 

Recomrnendatums Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 44; Recommendinz Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: y 47-44 [92% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: xx 

^itorTiill^iQhd roflect^M^^ choices 



vjiorn» Glqi^^ home. 

\bQsmi^^^-^:?U:tr' ''''''''' 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 42; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 353-207 {60% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 36 



It should be the polk^ Of govemrmnt to 
development of aiterfK3tive ft^rms oir care In bo^ 
centers pnd horries; to meet the diversity of needs of 
American farhilies lncludlna infant care, highschool 
day carB fbrteehdQe pqrenra,,af}ersctK)ol care 
preschool core for underserved oreas, respecting the 
differences In oge, heed; cultural and ethnic vo'ues. 



Las Angeles Conference 

ID No. 44; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 367-128 (74^0 yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 46 



It Should be the policy of governmenr at oil levels to 
promote the developmenf of sufficient quantities of 
olterhative forms of ctiifd core In the puolic and private 
sector as required by fomilies with sensitivity tc 
parental and culturolA/alues. Such care should 
include: migrant core, respite care, infant care, after- 
school core, high school day care centers for teenage 
parents and pr^hool core for underserved oreos. 



[Remoining portions of this recommendotion con be 
found in: Cn Ca/lncreosed Child Care Funding; Ch 
Co/Child Core Tox Incentives for Business.] 



[Remoining portions of this recomnriendation con be 
found in: Cn Ca/lncreosed Child Core Funding.] 



ID No. 45; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 416-68 (86% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 2/ 



Families must be centrol to ony child core progrom for 
ideal impact on children's development. 



• It should be the policy of the government to 
recognize that parentol control ond involvenrient of the 
services provided for their children and porentol 
choice among a vorieiy of options are the foundation 

..of a fomily supportive child care system. 

• Porents must hove occess to economic resources 
ond informotionol ond referrol services to enoble them 
to choose child core opNons thot meet their own 
perceived needs. 



Quality/Licensing 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Conf erence 

ID No. 45; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 531-49 (90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 2 3 

• To Insure tjiid safety/ health arv^ 
potentiol of children, duality licensing standards for oil 
child core programs should be required on th3 local, 
state, and federal levels. 



• These stondords should require that child 
personnel be adequately trained and receive wages 
which fit the level of qualifications ond competencies 
required. 



Mmneapobs Conference 

ID No, 41; Recommending Group: Ch Ca; 
Conference Vote: 337-225 (60% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 40 

• It Should be the policy of govemment on oil levels 
. to develop and enforce quality licensing standards 

that will assure children^ safety and health and 
promote their social, emotional, physical, and 
cognitive growth. 

• Licensing standards should incorporate training 
requirements for child core personnel and should be 
supported by govemment funding which would 
provide for wages commensurate with the level of 
qualifications and competencies required of 
personnel. 

• Further, such iicensing standards My a te 
supported by govemment funding to ensu effective 
monitoring and enforcement. 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendatioiis 
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Issues: 



Handicapping 
Conditions 



All three Conferences overwhelmingly supported recom- 
mendations concerning families aflFected by handicapping 
conditions. Three of the top five recommendations in Los 
Angeles concerning handicapping conditions were sup- 
ported by an average of 93 percent of the delegates. All three 
Conferences supported the use of media, education, training and 
counseling, and self-help groups to promote positive attitudes and 
achieve total integration of those with handicapping conditions. 

Public and private assistance to families to encourage indepen- 
dent living for handicapped persons received significant support at 
all three sites. Delegates proposed the use of tax credits to encourage 
home care; availability of financial assistance for special equipment 
and other needs; and employment opportunities to promote self 
support. Additionally, delegates in Baltimore and Minneapolis sup- 
ported full implementation and funding of existing laws and pro- 
grams related to handicapping conditions. Los Angeles adopted a 
similar recommvendation, but suggested attention to transportation, 
housing, education, and income maintenance as well as subsidized 
adoption of hard- to-place children. 

Delegates also proposed that the government take specific 
policy, legislative, and program act'in to implement current laws 
..with focus on: tax credits for families; social services, such as day care 
and respite care; elimination of discrimination; and the promotion 
of fair access, independence and equal opportunities for handi- 
capped individuals and their families. 




It may 
surprise you, but it 
does not suprise tod 
many blind j^ojile that 
my occupation is that 
of a sculptor. Most 
people consider that 
impossible. I consider 
that their problem. 

Steve Handschu. Detroit Hearing 
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84* White House Conference on Famuwty 



Government Policies 

Recommendations Compared 



Batiimore Conference 

ID No. 48: Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference VoU 16-^^ (^4% yes); 
RecommendatU tanii: 26 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 46; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference VoU: 4^4^101 (82% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 9 



• Tax credits for families caring for handicapped 
persons. I.e., housing, equipment personol care, 
adoption. 

icwhomfiSii* 

• Insurance and licensing discrimination should be 
eliminated 

jsuppoiff 

• To finance and implement present and future laws It Is essentiol to promote the goal of Independent livlna 
which are supportive, i.e., fronsportotion, fbir housing, for the hondicopped os ndulfs through full funding ond 
Income maintenonce, education, mortgage complete implementation of existina federol 
guarantees, odoption, odvocacy, rehobillTation. legislation. 



• New legislation must be passed to guorantee work 
incentives, a complete spectrum of ovallable housing, 
and systematic extemal advocacy to mandate hiring 
of quoiifled hondicopped persons inogenclesthat 
oversee these projgroms, especioify ot me 
monagementonadecisionmoking level. 

•; EdiM^^ 

• The Rehobllitation Act ond its amendments 
(especiolly Section 504 and RL 95-602) 

• Federal legislation cohceming Inddpendent living 
ceriters arid^dmer housing optkm 



LoH Angetes Conference 

ID No. 4y; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 446-^1 {^1% yes); 
' ' \ Rank: 5 



Recommendation Ran 



Federotstioteahd k)6al oovernnwnt^R^ 
lmplemeriti)ollcie8;and programs respo^^ 
needs of har)dlcapped persons and their fdrrillles. ; 

• Refundable tax credits for fdmilles caring for 
hondicopped persons, e.g., housing, equipment, 
personol care, adoption. 

• Prbiilderio^ 

core^iomemakejr services^ pareNTitat counselina, 
: training arxi recreational programa 



• Cut red tape to encourage the support of the private 
sectoc ; 

• Finonce ond implement present ond future laws 
which ore supportive, e.g., tronsportatlon, foir 
housing, income mointenonce, education, mortgoge 
guorontees, subsidized odoption of hord to ploce 
children. 

[This recommendation Is dupllcatton of 
recommendatkui cited partially in Hand/Independent 
Uving:] 
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Independent Living 

RecomTnendations Compared 



Bdltimare Cattference 

ID No, 46; Reeomminding Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 334-26 (01% yes): 
Reeommendation Ratiki'iS' 



• Financial assistance fbr special equipment of the 
worl(ing and non-working disabled, tne design of 
odapttve products by indu^, employment 
opportunfties to encourage self-support. 

>dfiKMedmembm 
((o^mimslnfiorto^ 

; odqpltnQ ItoftMe to meet Indivldudl needs and 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No, 44; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 487-68 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 6 



: There must be assistance 
members to live productive; Indepenttont lives wi^^ 
' ttie communltyf ; BnphQ^ be placed on respite 
care; ottendorit care; isubsldlzedoda^ 
medical assistance; early Identification; diagnosis 
and Infant stjmukitlon progra^^ 

• Financial assistance for special equipment of ttie 
worthing and non-worlting disabied, the design of 
adaptive products by industry employment . 
opportunities to encourage self-support. 

• Ibx credits to encourage tdmlltes to care for 
disabled members of all ages at home, counseling, 
low interest mortgage Icahs^ assistance in odapting 
homes to meet Individual needs. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No, 4y; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 446-51 C8y%yes); 
'^anM: § 



Recommendation Ran 



Federal state and local governments must develop 
and Implement policies and programs lesponsive to 
the needs of handlcamd persons and their families. 
Provide houslna respite care, day care/homemaker 
services, pareiTfal counseling, training and 
recreattonal programs. 



• Refundabletaxcreditsfbrfam.liescaringfor 
handicapped persons, e.g., housing, equipment, 
personal core, adoptk)n 



• Full implementation and funding of existing iows 
and programs. 



• Full impiementation and funding of existing laws 
and programs. 



• Finance and implement present and future iows 
which are supportive, e.g., transportation, fair 
housina, income maintenance, educotion, mortgage 
guarantees, subsidized adoption of hard-to-place 
children. 

[Remaining portions of this recommendation can be 
found in: Hand/Govemment Policies.] 



ID No. 46; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 46yfo (^4% yes); 
Recommendation nann: 2 



0e 



It Is essehtkil to prontole at all levels of the ^^^^ 
privatesectorsthartdmilleswtth an IncMenceof 
disability hove more sameness than differences from 
the whoto of society by full Implementation, funding 
and enlbrcement of existing laws rekitlve to the 
disability cocnmunlty bV eiiminatlon of social 
economic and polltkxii oppression and prejudice 
against all dges In employ^ 
eaucatton, housing and health sen/tees and by the 
raising of the generol awareness and understanding of 
the disability community through appropriate media 
terminology and public education and agency 
attitudes to end negative stereotyping. 
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86 • JVhUe House Conference on Families 



Public Awareness And Education 

Recommendations Compared 



Battlmore iJonference 

ID No. 4y; Recommending Croup: Hand; 
Conference Vote: ^44-17(97% fes); ■ 
Recommendation Rank: t'2 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 4^; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 441-116 (79% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 15 




Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 48; Recommending Group: Hand; 
Conference Vote: 459-2^ {9y%yc5); 
Recommendation Rank: 5 

^ p(t)rTip(9T(im^ of dlsoblei 

1 p6re(m:oW.t^^ R> negdHvd 



• Education of employers and employees to 
capabilities and needs of handicapped persons wittiin 
wori( force; 

• Orgonizotlons and institutions build Into ttieir 
professional school curricula standards for 
accreditation, In-service training, the appropriate 
educational Information and requirements to create a 
responsive service delivery system; 

(yfpfkwrtthhondlcapf^ 



• To encourage consumer and nonconsumer 
advocacy among groups, a{-;6ncies and individuals 
toward deinstitutionalization, moinstreaming and 
independent living, 

■ c - I Kr'To er^ to 
A'/Mprorrio^ 

.^Ji^j IrxJIvidiwIsdrkflhelrld^^ : ^ 



• To educate the public to the importance of 
protecting the handicapped against genocide, 
infanticide, euthanasia and nontheropeutic abortion. 



• Methods would include Integration of disabled 
persons In our schools. 



• Additional attention should be given to the training 
- and ooiiiviellra of fbmliies witti a member who hos a 

physical; hmicapplria condition Is essGritfQl for ■ : 
;! jdmllles b rerMih OS to 
' r^xbt^e the nurturing and (M of the niember 

with 0 disability ; 
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Issues: 

Government 



Government insensitivity to families was a dominant concern 
at the White House Conference on Families. In Min- 
neapolis, the number one recommendation said "many 
government policies are anti-family" and called for "laws 
and regulations to be analyzed in terms of their impact on families." 
An identical recommendation passed by a margin of 459 to 34 in Los 
Angeles, and a similar recommendation received strong support in 
Baltimore. In addition, delegates in Baltimore and Minneapolis 
called for "family impact statements" by every private and public 
agency and for voluntary independent commissions at all levels of 
government to ensure greater sensitivity to the social, economic and 
racial diversity of families and to be accountable to their special 
needs* 

Family was defined as "two or more persons related by blood, 
heterosexual marriage, adoption or t '^ended families," by 53% of 
the Minneapolis delegates. 

Increased government recognition of community institutions 
and increased citizen participation vere supported by all three 
Conferences. Elimination of racism and other forms of discrimina- 
tion raiiked second among all recommendations in Minneapolis. In 
addition, Baltimore delegates recommended that government help 
families to function by guaranteeing basic human needs such as 
health care, jobs, housing and education. 

A majority of delegates at all three Conferences supported 
ratification of the proposed Equal Rights Amendment. In Baltimore 
and Los Angeles, delegates specifically called on the White House 
and states "to do everything possible to ensure ratification of ERA." 




88 • White House Conjerence on Families 



Family Impfwt-Analysis, 
Statements, Commissions 



Recommendations Compared 



Baitimore Conference 

ID No, ^o; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: joya^ (84% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 59 




• Structures repfwyintotlve of ttie diversiiy of Idmily 
life should be established by state and local 
constltuer^cles to provide a voice for fdmllles, family 
Impoct studies and fbmlly research programs. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 4^; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: Kio-28(9^%yes); 
Recommendation Hank: i 



: Public policies^uldheipratherth^^^ 
v^iButvifhen lo^rsmendcM 
woraonlzafkmaor IndliHdua^^ 
: ,ppl(cy:ql^ 

MllclesQi^on^^ 
jinttwlricornetac^f^ 

pqyrnefitsthQrfavbclnsttt^^ 

aridMAttarelav^thdr^^^ 

f.iof his family to reolBive asslstaricef/W^ recommend 
therefdre; that kiws and regulations be dnoly^ 
tenns ofthelr Impost on families. 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 50; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vole: 4J9'34 \ 93%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4 



Publlo policies Should help rather than hurtfbmlilea 

' But Ia)iy8 iore enacted o^r im 

;oraanl2Xitk)itt or Individuals ask: Ho^^ : 
poilcy,dflBcf fdmllfes?f As a result many gdvemment 
pollciiM ari^ ontf-fdmlly.Jncludlna the moiT^ 

J Irittwlncbnrtetd^^ ; 

' payments that tavor Institutional core over fbrifilly care, 

, ondAwlfdre.lows.that require the father to leave home 
fbr his family to receive assistance; Ws recommend 
therefbre that lows 0 nd regulations be analyzed In 
tenns of their impact on families. 




Baitimore Conference 

ID No, 21; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: ^26-69 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 2 5 




onq-iriduslin^fM^^ - --- - - *- — 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 20; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 361-206 (64% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: ^4 



, Every pr^ and jx^lcdgc^ 
! wrfe a famlly^lrnpcxct 
implemenm-iL^lslati^^ 
'vproiiM byf9dnl;<stofe^ 
; :that.vbluntaiy Indeperjdertf 
be creoted by Intwested localities dnd states and at ttw 
natiohal level to Insure thot public pollcto^^ 
on fdrnllfes Ihcludliig thbsis of business^^ 
Qhd industry be sensitive to the diversity of families 
and occourrtable to their special need& 



Las Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 



Reloted recommendotions can found In Income Security 
(#1 1); Parents and Ctiitdren (#24); and Housing (#41); 
and Communtty institutions (#56) 
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Basic Needs 

Recommendatioris Compared 



Baitbnore Conference 

IDNo, ^i; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 41^164 (72% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 



MinneapoUs Conference 

No Recommendations 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 



by 

, itmi^nipic^fr^^ 

' tjidepe^^ Such 
>Qdk|UQtBilne(^ 

'osslstdnce; W el^^^ 
Mmc stoylbs In the 
sothar thefdmitycdn be^ 
jecoflomlcun|t^: r 

For ipecMc recommendations In each of Itme oreos see: Health; Housing; Full Employment; Educotlon; income Security; Child Core. 
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Distnnmination 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 4^; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 202-2p/ (jfO%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 



Minneapolis Confew^ence 

ID No. 56; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 521-59 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Ranh 2 



Los Angeles Conference 

No Recommendations 




[Remaining poftlons of tl. ? recommendation can be 
found In: Fam Vio/Govemment Action; 
Gov/CommunitY Participo Dn and Resources; 
Gov/ERA; and Health/Family Planning/Abortion.] 



Related Recommendations: 

In Minneapolis related recommendations con be found In 
Economic Pressures (#3) and Work (#5) 



Related Recommendations: 

In Los Angetes related recommendations can be found under 
Economic Pressures (#1). Work (#5 and #6), Homemakers 
(#13X Family Vloldnce (#27) and Housing (#42) 
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Community Participation And Resources 

Recommendations Compared 



BaMmore Conference 

ID No: 4^; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 292-29/ (^o% yes); 
Recommendation Rat\k: 5/ 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 50; Recommending G.oup: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 295--*^ {^3% yes); 
Recommendation Rank. ^9 




'iReipdlnin^ recommendation con be 

ifciintf Joij^vlo/QoyemiTO^^ 

■H^/Wniiliv|Pfahhino6 



• Resolved: That lowmokers ot oil levels should 
moke 0 conscious effort to ossure thot proper 
provision of community. . . 

^^Iricreosedre^^ 

resources be given In the development of ony 
lM|islatton.!deparfment^ or programs that 

• The fomiiy shoil be understood os two or more 
persons related by blood, heterosexuol morrioge^ 
odoption or extended fomiiies. 



IjOS Angeles Conference 

ID No. 5/; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 418-62 [8^% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: %o 



• Citizen participation is essenliol to the development 
of progroms thot truly meet fomiiy needs. 



• Government programs thot support fomilles con 
often be most efficiently ond effectively delivered by 
voiuntory nonprofit orgonlzations at the local level. 



• Therefore "purchose of service" controcts between 
government ond independent sector ogencieo should 
beencouroged ond utilized more syst'i'motlcoily 



ERA 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltimore flonference 

ID No. 4^; Recommending Group: G^v; 
Conference Vote: 202-2^1 (^o%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 

pbliCKA^WhlcK^^p^ prplact basic . 

^ jh.afllib Equal Wpsi^ 

[fRemolning portions of this recommendation con be 
found In: FomVlo/Govemment Action; 
Gov/Dtscrlmlnatlon; Gov/ERA; ond Health/Fomily 
Planning and Abortion.] 




Minneapolis Conference 

ID So. 5; Recommending Group: Econ Pres; 
Conference Vote: 316-133 (yo%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 46 

f ;cbmparoble!MorKdrid roMcattcMiorthe Eqw^ Rights 
^ Amendrneht ore nece^^ 

\ (Reriralhing 

f. found in: Ea)n ffrest/Eniployfn^ : 



IjOS Angeles Conference 

ID No. 4y; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: SJ4''^^ (6y%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 



• it should bid M policy Of the federoi/ State oncM^^ 
governnriient to ehfx)uradett)e ratification ofviieEQjol 
Rights Anieifidmeht as the 27th Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 



I^No^^eco^^^^^^^^^^^ 

Conference Vote: 471-11^ (80% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4^ 




[Renrrainlng portions of this recommendation con be 
fbund in: Econ Pres/Employmentrjnd Discrimination.] 



ID No. 5; Recommending Group: Work; 
Conference Vote: 340-146 (yo%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 50 

: [.: evdrytttlOQ jx^ rdtificatlor) of the Equal 

;;r:''j-;Right8}vp^ i;^.- ; 

[Remoining portions of this recommerKJotion con be 
found In: Econ Pres/Employment ond Discrimination.] 
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Issues: 



Television 
has become another 
member of the family. 
We eat.meals near it, 
we leam from it, we 
spend more time with 

it than any single 
individual. Televi»on is 
central in om* children's 
lives, as a tutoi; 
babysitter, teacher, 

entertainer and 
salesperson all rolled 
into one. 

Ms. Clara Fisher, Kansas Hearing 




Media 




Delegates to all three White House Conferences demon- 
strated their strong concerns about the influence of 
media, particularly television, on Ameiican families. By 
large majorities they called for greater regulation by the 
Federal Communications Commission; more community consulta- 
tion by television stations; and less emphasis on violence, pornogra- 
phy, crime, stereotypes, drugs, and alcohol. All three Conferences 
criticized violence in media and other programming which has 
negative effects, on families. 

Delegates in Baltimore called on the FCC to establish regional 
grievance mechanisms. Minneapolis delegates urged the FCC to 
require a station to evaluate its impact on moral standards and family 
values. Both Conferences called for community advisory boards to be 
part of the licensing process. They urged that membership on 
advisory boards and commissions should reflect cultural and ethnic 
diversity in order to increase the positive visibility of minorities. 
Ninety- three percent of the delegates in Minneapolis called for the 
television industry to develop a rating system for family viewing. 
Two-thirds pf the delegates in Los Angeles urged TV networks to 
offer less sensationalism and provide more programs emphasizing 
morality and positive family relationships; they also recommended 
more authority be given to the FCC to impose more rigorous 
standards on networks if self-monitoring fails after 12 months. 
Obscenity and child sex exploitation were condemned by the Los 
Angeles delegates, who also recommended strict enforcement of the 
Protection of Children Against Sexual Exploitation Act of 1977. 

By large majorities, delegates in Baltimore and Los Angeles 
opposed stereotypes in programming. All three Conferences urged 
greater media responsibility in dealing with drugs and alcohol. The 
third highest recommendation in Los Angeles dealt with the media's 
role in promoting and understanding and awareness of disabled 
persons. 
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Jtegulatioriy Advisory Committees^ Ratings System 

Recmmerulatums Compared 



BaMinwre (Conference 

ID No, ^2; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference VoU: 478-01 (84% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 41 

& FCO steiikl eslQblfsh a grjevonce nvdchcmlsm of : 



• In addition to seeking Q commission membefstiip 
wtiich is reflective of cuiturol ond eltinlc diversity ond 
increases ttM positive visibility of ettinic ond rocloi 
minorities. 

lb Insure Involvement In the station's 

proQronlming, comnnerctot stations should be 

: required to form cooimunlty ^ 

license renewal as they ore now required for public 

ibroodcosting systems. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: 4j3'py {83% yes); 
Recommendation . 



IMS Angeles Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: 32^-160 (6y%yes); 
Recommen^':'< ^ Rank: 5a 



Media Influence moiiy tamllles Of o(ff natk>n Without 
sufflclenfixHK^ 

values ofKl concerns on proQFanm and polled 
liew thereby InflumsB too nrKi^ 
the FCC should require 0 station to evaluate Its Impact 
on the moral standdrds and values of the fbmllles In 
Its viewing area OS port of the consideration in the 
licensing process. 



Communities should establish advise^ commissions 
from church, school/parent, PT\ minorities and 
youth, and the FCC should empower them to 
deteonine the acceptability of programming befbre 
licenses ore reissued. 



TV networks ore urged to otlbr less sensotkKKillsm and 
provkJe nkxe prt»rams emphasizing morality and 
posltWeldmlly relationships. If thissetf-monitoring Is 
not forthcoming by the television Industry In 0 
reasonable period of 12 months, the Federal 
Communtoottons Commission must be empowered 
with authority to Impose more rigorous standards tor 
broadcasting. 



W No. 5/; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: yiy39 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4 



The WHCFrecommehds that theW Indu^^ 
roHnio system which shall Include InformQitton on 
vk)lenc<,crfm9drkl:w 
;cittzen1scofnmtnee,:wh^^ 

Slnl^°a^ 

OS well as the other medio. 



ID No. 52; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: 440- 5 y (89% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 7 



Obscenity ond chita *sex exptoltation" re;nain at on 
unacceptable level In films and print rhedia* thus, 
Congress should continue to Investing the "pom' 
Inf'ii^ and take whatever legal steps ore necessary 
to reduce this ptague. . . especially where children ore 
involved. As 0 ptace to begia the Protectton of 
Children Agolnst Sexual Exptoitotlon Act of 1 977 
should be strtotty enfbrced. 
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Programming 

RecomTnendations Compared 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: 406-86 {8^% yes); 
Recommendation Hank: 5 7 




• Families, community groups ond the general 
public stiouid morstiol ftieir forces to persuade 
advertising sponsors, govemment ogerKies on^ ttie 
medio to eliminate the violerKe and tne abu->.ve 
programming having negotli'e effects on the family. 

• Any race, religious and sex stereotyping should be 
eliminated. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID No. 52; Recommending Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: 297-259 (3$%ye5); 
Rfccmmendation Rank: 4 7 



: f - Thiat medio 8)10^ positive and supportive 

^two lDr mm persons rek^^ 
moifrlaoQ/cxfop^^^ 



• (c) programming out the glorification of and 
rewording of crime, violence, pomog^nphy and illicit 
sex; 



Los ilngw flonference 

ID No. ^4; Recomm. nding Group: Med; 
Conference Vote: 5^2-/09 (78% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: ^8 



• All media must present Views in 0 balanced 
manner .on all issues of concern. 

• American fbrhilles iest o n a foundation of diversity 
Such diversity is sorely locklhc in the rmxlels provided 
by the rrrass medio/both In oovertislng and in the 

: content of entertainment fore; much of which ridicules 
strong fbmily relations and provides negative roles for 
children and other fbmlly members. 



■ *• Stereotypical portrayals ore particularly destructive 
and dangerous. 



iAf::v.>rr-^ • (b) deveioping Mef messope^t jJiotTiclp youth 

''^i'-^^'i^A-rj^'-'^r:::,:, cbpewittidevelopmentol and social p/oblems such 

Mvloience, sex, drugs, ondthe Inocw^ 

• (d) develop curricula and research injoumollsm- 
medio schools to understand, promote and protect the 
... family 

lfwlr;rwdip^ 
jfltjetpfPQfwnit^^ 

|;sa«Erij^(:q8t^ 

v JjjJjSS <^nllioh 8W Gw-50 For nwdja end alcohol see Substance Abuse #28 BoltimofB arKl Minneopolis arnl #29 U» Angelei For media and horKllcc ped see 



ID No. 28; Recommending Group: SubAb; 
Conference Vote: $20-4^ (92% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 3 

• Preventive dpprcKichss to the epkterhlc crisis of drug 
and alcohol abuse must receive prlortfy action ... in 
responsible rhedlo PSA ddvertislng and programming 
which caunterdctsttiegldrTK)rizatlon of olco^ and 
drug use In comnnerciol advertising and 
progrommihg. : 



ID No. 29; Recommending Group: SubAb; 
Conference Vote: 4J9-f2 (93% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 8 



The medio bears o responsibilily toward the family 
and the community; therefore, the FCC licensure and 
programming crMa should provide that the medio 
especially television be discouraged 1h)m glorifying 
the use of drugs and dicohol and promote responsible 
medio advertising and programming which educate 
the family concerning the seriousness of substance 
abuse. Private and public organizations must toko the 
responsibility to monitor all areas of the media. 
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Battimore Coi^erence Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 29; Recommending Group: SubAb; No Recommendations 

Conference Vote: 411-139 (72% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 16 



^ r ; - ; • : All moss mWla llcofwedbyltw 

: • ' • : and wrtKJse receiving licenses and Itesnse^r^^ 

'}(-:y-^ycc:'-^' conHngent upon their pert^ 

^i-\-y':'.:\ - required topreisenT'os on edoco^ 

j v f ; ■ regular basis (once d TO 

i v : ; . half hbuctrwevWerw that Indicates tt^ 

i : : / ; . effects of ttie use of all dmga ^ 
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Issues: 



The time 
has come to approach 
family problems in 
imiovative ways that 
draw on the strengths 
of individuals and local 
community institutions, 
instead of calling for 
more government 
spending and more 
government 
interference in 
our lives. 

Elaine Donnelly. 
Oak Park. Michigan Hearing 



Community 
Institutions 




MM 
1 } 



i ^ i 




Delegates to the White House Conferences recognized 
community and religious organizations as important 
supports for families. A large majority at each Conference 
called for greater involvement of community groups and 
religious organizations in planning and providing services to assist 
families. At the Baltimore and Los Angeles Conferences, specific 
encouragement of self-help groups was contained in recommenda- 
tions which passed overwhelmingly. The Los Angeles Conference 
recommended that community organizations, religious institutions, 
and other voluntary associations cooperate with governmental en- 
tities in order to strengthen the informal support relationships which 
enable families to help themselves. Citizen participation and self-re- 
liance among families were encouraged at the Baltimore and Min- 
neapolis Conferences. Minneapolis delegates explicitly called for 
more activity by religious institutions in family life education and in 
advocacy for just and nondiscriminatory public policies. They also 
decried secular humanism in public institutions. 

Both the Baltimore and Minneapolis Conferences called for 
attacks on racism and discrimination. Two recommendations were 
strongly endorsed in Los Angeles to strengthen the voluntary sector 
by providing additional tax benefits for volunteer activity and contri- 
butions, as well as "purchase of service" contracts with local nonprofit 
organizations. In Baltimore, delegates called on community institu- 
tions to support families* choice to have children through support for 
leave policies and child care, as well as legal, medical and family 
planning services. 
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Community And Informal Supports 

Recaim^ 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No, 55; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: ^95-75 {Sy%yes); 
Recommendation Rant: 5 5 

:Tiiq90Vimn^ of tobal 

todwmiilit^ ofsdhizok^ eftodlvmss lor 



@ii2^S|p.... 

strengthening institutions, sucti as religious groups 
ond institutions, fomiiy low services, comprenensive 
t)eottti ond community centers, family counseiing, 
ond community-bosed education centers. 

oKooUridoet use of existing 

:pm^ mi hunianifesburoes In local cooununitles, 
iftiudii^sef^heip groups, 8up^^ 
gi|ie^ 

recognize ond affirm ttie role of religious Institutions in 
slrengttiening families 

provide fix^cm universolly accessible 

aoclolfieivlces. 



Minneapolis Conference 

ID So. 50; Recommending Group: Gov; 
Conference Vote: 20^264 (y3%yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4^ 



Af tirnes fomltles'of Oil InoiDme le^ 
: services (md support; Resolved: ttrat lawmakers at oil 
levels sfKHdd mora 0 conscious eftert, to ossure 
proper provislohlDrcomrnuhlfylnfx^ 
recognition of coimnunlty-bdsed reiBOurces be given In 
tt)e development of any leglsldtidri,^ 
agency or programs ttKit affect,: directly or indlredtv^ 
ttietamlly 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 56; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 413-48 (^0% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 22 



Tt)e yin^ rBComn)ends ttKit community 
oraonizotlons, religious institutions, ona ott)er 
voluntary ossockmons cooperate togettwr^o^ with 
QQvemmenfal entitles in order to strengtiwn tt)e 
informal support rekiNonstilps whicti enable families 
totietpttiemselves. 



Legislation should be designed to encourage setf-help 
efforts ond to ovoid duplication of existing community 
sen^ices. 



Representatives of voluntory ossociations should be 
Involved In on oversight copocity to federol ond state 
legislatures in osse&sing impact of leglslotion on 
thefomlly. 



Support From Private And Religious Community 

Rec<mmendations Compared \ 



Baltimore Conference 

ID No. 2 1; Recommending Group: SSF; 
Conference Vote: 40 y 164 (71% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 20 



Minneapolis Conference 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 57; Recommending Group: Com In: 
Conference Vote: 423-^6 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rani: 18 



^leinighlzethdtfQ^^^ 
strength; For ttilsreos^ 
Fgovefhmen^ 

;need«L(ReG6grwdhg the unique needs^^d^ families, 
i special attention should be given to families of 
;dMBienfcuntmii;iih^^ 
;relfgk)U$ bdckcpounds. 



The WHCF recognizes ttie influence on ond the 
support to families given by religious, cutturol, 
benevolent ond other Institutions ond encouroges 
them to continue and Increase ttieir help In 
counseling, values Inculcation, Invohrament ond to 
become more sensitive to the total needs of oil 
persons, especiolty those wttti speciol needs. 
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MinneapoUs Conference Los Angeles Conference 

in No. ^4; Recommtiiding Group: Com In; ^'0 Rerommendations 

Conference Vote: ^24-2^4 ($87oyes); 
Recommendation Rank: 4^ 



Religious institutions stK)uld become more actively 
involved In strengttiening families ttirougti pre-niorltai 
counseling, fomfly life education, including marriage 
enrictiment parenting skills, fdmltycommunicotion, 
sexuality; ttie teaching of moral valuesfttie providing 
of Intergeneratlonal programs; ttie offering of 
counsetlrfg services and support groups; and ttie 
realizatton of the role as extended fdmlty In a mobile 
society 

These services should be offered not only for 
members, but for the community at large and the 
family life of ttie community strengthened by working 
for just and norHllscrimlnatory public policies for olf 
human beings, bom and unbom. 



ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 286-26^ (^2% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 50 



We recognize the fact that this nation was conceived \ 
and prospered os a nation under God, and we oppose 
the Imposition of a secular tiumanist philosophy on 
our public Instituttons. 

We support the right of society through its community 
and pubtfc institutions to recognize the existence of a 
supreme being OS long as specific fbiths or 
; denominations are noTrestrkrted or promoted. 

Racism And Discrimination 

Recommendatums Compared 



Baltimore Conference Minneapolis Conference Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 57; Recommending Group: Com In; ID No. 56,* Recommending Group: Com In; No Recommendations 

Conference Vote: ^57-/20 (79%yes); Conference Vote: 52/-59 (93%yes); 

Recommendation Rank: 4^ Recommendation Rank: 2 



Iholt^gcfj^^ . It should be reiterated that tt)e governments, fMerol, 

; nx^bm drxl disc^ and - . state; k)cal and more importantly the PEOPLE of this 

pconujlg^ Qnd:eh^ reduce its ■ ndtkm will not tolerate racism and unfblr 

:1i[tflu^ discrimination In community s«^ 

Basic social policies should insure equity and sociol Basic social policle:! should also Insure equity and 

justice for all individuals regardless of and respecting social justice for all individuals regardless of roce, 

differences of age, sex race, ethnic, religious, sex, age, handicap, religions and culturol tradition 

cultural, or morof tradition ond volues and values. 

Ato'iiatc^^ ihstitutiofvs tm This includes government fesponsibllity to help those 

lioipfa^.l^^ who do not have adequate resources to help 
:andrriatorav(illd^ 
soiyicesr!!^ 

orKi dlffQfences in fdmlty iTidhe^ 



Btdtimore Conference ^ 

No Recommendations 



\ 
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Support For Children 

^ Recommendatians Compared 



Bahimore Conferente 

ID No. ^6; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 460-114 (81% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 47 

lifNWpttloi!^^ fb be bbte to 

c^kMS^ chil49h dosijplte the present ecbnomtc 



We urge community institutions to provide and 
support programs of maternal and patemoi leave and 
adequate ctiild care options. 

uii^ bml support 

iservices fbt pdpple^ot oil economic drcumstances to 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



Los Angeies Conference 

No Recommendations 



Support For Voluntary Sector 

Recomniendations Compared 



Battimow^ Conference 

No Recommendations 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendaiiotts 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 55; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 430-^6 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 14 

Weurgefederalstote, and lucalgovemmentsto 
support tt)e voluntary sector by.- 

(1) Allowing income tox deductions for personal 
expenses Incurred in volunteerwork on ttie same 
basis as deductions are allowed for expenses Incurred 
in business; industry and government.. 

(2) Encouraging charitable contributions by allowing 
tax poyers wio use the standard deduction to itemize 
their contribi.tions. 



ID No. 5/; Recommending Group: Com In; 
Conference Vote: 418-62 (8y%yes); 
Recommendation^ Rank: 20 

Citizen participatiori is essential to the development of 
programs that tnjiy meet family needs. Government 
programs that support families can often be most 
efficlentfy isnd effectively delivered by voluntary/ 
nonprofit Drgdnlzations at the local level. Therefbre 
""purchosiB of service** contracts between govemment 
and independent sector agencies should oe 
encouraged and utilized more systematically 



Related Recommendations: 
See also 'Tax Policy' 
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Issues: 



The 

emotional restructuring 

of a family can be 
negotiated but it cannot 
be adjudicated. What 
the American famXfy 
needs in the decade of 
the 80s is a structure to 
handle domestic 
disputes in a 
conciUatoty format. 

Lester L. Came); Seattle Hearing 




Law and the 
Judicial System 




Delegates to the White House Conferences in Baltimore 
and Los Angeles called for greater use of conciliation and 
mediation services in family disputes, a system of specialty 
Family Courts and greater efforts to avoid out-of-home 
placement of children. 

By votes of 91% to 90% respective.;/, Baltimore and Los Angeles 
delegates recommended the use of arbitration and mediation as 
alternatives to the traditional adversary system of resolving marital 
disputes. Their recommendations include: 

• Availability of court connected conciliation and mediation services 
in all states and territories 

• Sensitivity to cultural differences 

• Encouragement of self-determination 

• Support for joint custody 

In, addition, Baltimore delegates recommended that states ex- 
plicidy consider how laws impact on family preservation, while Los 
Angeles delegates recommended increased divorce filing fees to 
fund conciliation and mediation services. 

Family courts that would deal only with legal matters affecting 
families were called for by 89% of the delegates in Baltimore and 
90% of those in Los Angeles. Both also recommended continuing 
legal education and greater cul' i^al sensitivity forjudges and other 
family law professionals, Baltimore delegates called for establish- 
ment of community advisory groups consisting of parents, public 
and private service providers, religious interest groups and elected 
officials to assist courts in determining the impact of their policies on 
family and community life. 

Delegates, by votes of 92% in Baltimore and 88% in Los 
Angeles, made recommendations that courts minimize the disrup- 
tion of famUies and take into account cultural and ethnic needs. They 
recommended that out-of-home placement of children be consid 
ered as an act of last resort and that the least restrictive placement be 
used to ensure the best interests of the child. Additionally, Baltimore 
delegates recommended removal of status offenders from the court 
structure and assurance of due process protection for children. 
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Family Courts 

Recommendations Compared 


BdttiMnorc Conference 

ID No. 60; Recommending Group: Law; 
Conference Vote: ^06-60 (89% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 56 


MinneapoUs Coherence 

No Recommendations 


IjOS Angeles Conference 

ID No. ^8; Recommending Group: Law; 
Conference Vote: 432-49 {90% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 12 



•l;lt^me;r9eornitie^^ 

ooun symri^ dr level of 1^ 
Idgof n)atlma(f0(^ 
dhfisioftcinlb^ 

Qbuseond^ matters) 

• and mat eocti provide opportunities for continuing 
legal education ond cultural awareness for trie judges 
and attorneys sen/ing in ttiis copaclty 



,^ upsbe 
established tQ assist ttie court In deterrnini 
effectlyehm dr^^^ litis. 
Thmgrc^ipsshoitld co^ 
piilyate san^ pro^^ interest groups and 
eleclBd'Ofllcials^: ^ j; ^< 



• It Is recomitiended by ttie White House Conference 
on Familtes ttiot each state an^^ territory consider the 
estoblishnnent of a professiorioity recognized specialty 
court In Id mily law to deal only with tegal matters 
oftecting the fdmil)t such as divorce, custody, support, 
visitation, odoptioa child abuse and juvenite matters, 

ond since this field requires speciol Itnowledge, 
compassion ond cuituroi sensitivity the judges ond 
direct sen/ice personnel should receive speciol 
troining ond remoin in the court for on extended period 
of time. 



Other Legal Issues 

Recommendations Compared 



Baltinwre Conference 

ID No. ^8; Recommending Group: Law; 
Conference Vote: 523-43 {92% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 28 

Itlsttwfreiroi^^ 

ConlMencei oh Foniilies that stales be iancour^ 
reiirtsethelrjUstices^stem^ 

^jmlpfrnfe^^ 

• remove status offenders from the court structure 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 60; Recommending Group: Law; 
Conference VoU: 424- f 8 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rani: 17 

(Removal of child tifom home) Recommend: Each 
state ond territory ostobiish tegoi mechanisms to 
ossure 

• in every instonce posslbte the fdmity unity is 
protected within the best interest of the child. 



• The cuituroi ond linguistic heritoge of the f omilies 
involved in this process must be tolcen into 
consideration. 

• ' ifo:a)risi(^^^^^ Impact which rembvol 
of chlidrm has upon tdmiltes: Slate lavvs must 0^ 
thotchildrehbeprDVk^ 

indiKiirig the hearings orid legdi representotioh and 
iridudlngleast restrictive 
rerndveafrbm hbrhe, whetherfbr r^^ 
dellnquericy, dependerx:v^ mental illness, mental 
retardation or other sociol reosons. 



• programs of support sendees for ftimiilQs with 
special needs, 

• toiling into consideration cuituroi ond ethnic needs 
specificoliy. 



• so that out-of-home plocement of children is on oct 
of lost resort. 
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Conciliation And Mediation 

Recommendations Compared 



Battbnore Conference 

ID No. 59; Recomm^ding Croup: Law; 
Conference Vote: 52/- 50 (91% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 5/ 

mediation seiylq6i$b^ in all states and 

te(Tltorfe$;' ■ •■ 



• wltti careful consideration of the linguistic and 
culturol difference of the Involved foi.iilies 

• to assist ftimllies in S6lf<<t6termining issues relating 
to marriage, divorce; custody, support visitation and 
any matlerrelating to t^^ 

• ond to thot end. Joint custody of children should, 
whenever possible, be preserved Ijetween the porents 
OS on alternative mechonism to the troditlonol 
odversary system; 

• . and. ttiot the states consider lows that Impact on the 
preservation of the family unit. 



Minneapolis Conference 

No Recommendations 



(No recommendations concerning taw and judlcioi 
system were adopted in Minneapolis. The proposals 
fro m the Low Workgroup In Minneapolis to support a 
Human LifB Amendment (#57) ond oppose 
ratification of the Equal Rights Amendment (#58) 
received 49 percent ond 45 percent of the votes 
respectively, ond were defeated.) 



Los Angeles Conference 

ID No. 59; Recommending Croup: Law; 
Conference Vote: 430-^6 (88% yes); 
Recommendation Rank: 15 

• (Court-connected counseling and mediation 
services) recommend that legislation In oil states 
estoblish court-connected conciliation ond mediation 
services as on alternative ond supplerDentto the 
odverscuy system, for resolving aisputes and 
strengthening families, 

• thot such non-odversoriol services consider fomily 
culturol differences; 

• that families exercise setf-determlnatlon in 
resolving divorce related Issues such os custody 
visitation and reconciliation possibilities; 

• where reconciliation Is not possible, to help the 
fomily become 0 vioble communlcotlve unit to ensure 
effective porentlng.ond post-divorce odjustments, thot 
whenever oppropriote, joint custody be explored. 



Thot Increosed divorce filing fees fund the service. 
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These are 
some of the things that 
our fourth grade class 
thou^t were 
faijportant family 
problems. Here is a list 
of the problems we 
dis€russed* One of the 
problems is divorce. 



Divorce is veiy hard for 
the child for many 
reasons* They have to 
learn to cope with the 

new situation and 
sometimes they have to 
choose which parent to 
live with. That's hard. 
Another thing that is 
hard is hunger. Many 
children in the U.S. go 
throu£^ many days 



jobs don't have enou^ 
money to pay for the 
proper foods* Drugs, 



are also bad for 
chUdren. When parents 
fi^t, they sometimes 
treat the children badly. 
Loneliness also is 
difficuh for children* 
Some children are 
alone many hours a 
day. Some children's 
parents are in jail or 
prison. This can be a 

serious problem. 
Children must ofien 
learn to accept the 
illness or death of a 
parent. We hope you 
win discuss these 
problems at your 
meeting and find some 
ways to help chOdren. 

Letter to the WHCF from a 
4th Grade Class 
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Special Concerns 

Miti()jih\Rr})()rls 
V()tifi<^ Aiuilysis 



The people 
were so diverse. In one 
of my ivorkgroups 
there was ajewish 
grandmother finom 
Syracuse, New York, 
me — a Southern 
Baptist from 
Brooknaven — and a 
Catholic priest from 
Gary, Indiana. 

Mrs. Pat Allen. At-Large Delegate 
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Minority Delegates 



• 290 (14*3%) were Black 

• 146 (7-3%) were Hispanic 
•44(2.2%) were Native Americans 

• SB(i.8%) were Asian American or 
Pacific Islanders 



The overall results of the Conference point to areas of 
consensus and identify issues which crbss racial, regional 
and ideological lines. The Conference also reflected the very 
real diversity of this country Within the larger consensus, it 
is important to analyze how diflFerent groups viewed the recommen- 
dations and how their priorities may have diflfered from the groups 
as a whole. And it is helpful to know where consensus did not exist. 

Sources 

This analysis of how diverse groups viewed the recommendations is 
drawn from two basic resources. 

Minority Reports. Both the spirit and structure of the Conference 
sought to encourage open discussion of a broad range of positions. 
Therefore, only fifty delegates were required to endorse a minority 
report. Many took this opportunity to express disapproval of an 
action by a majority of the delegates or to call attention to an issue or 
concern not dealt with by the final recommendations. 

Analysis of Voting. At each of the three Conferences, delegates had 
the option of anonymously indicating age, race, and sex on their 
ballots. At each of the Conferences a significant number chose not to 
take this opportunity As many as 185 in Baltimore, 180 in Min- 
neapolis and 254 in Los Angeles passed up these questions. How- 
ever, an analysis of the top twenty recommendations of those who 
chose to respond provides interesting insights into priorities of 
various groups participating in the Conference. 

Delegates Were Diverse 

This Conference was diverse and included strong representation of 
minority communities. In fact, more than 515 delegates, or more 
than one-fourth of the total, were minority persons. 

In addition, the Conference had significant representation of 
low-income families. More than 10 percent had family incomes of 
less than $8,000. 

One out of every eight delegates was over 50 and one out of • 
every 10 was under 30. In addition the Conference delegates in- 
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eluded significant numbers of single parents, handicapped persons, 
and others with unique challenges. 

Racial and Ethnic Minorities 

For racial and ethnic minorities, families have been a source of 
strength and support over decades of discrimination and racism. 
Extended families in particular have provided a haven and buffer 
against the forces of prejudice and poverty. These difficult chal- 
lenges have produced unique strengths and needs, which were 
reflected in the White House Conference on Families. 

Black Delegates 

As a group. Black delegates gave strong and consistent support to 
recommendations directing attention to major economic issues. At 
Baltimore, for example, 11 of the top 12 proposals approved by Black 
delegates reflected the intense concern within the Black community 
for improvement in the national economy Full employment and 
more sensitive personnel policies ranked highest among the 11 
proposals followed by Social Security reform, home care for the 
elderly, anti-inflation efforts, tax credits for spouses, elimination of 
the marriage tax, tax credits for family care of the elderly fair 
employment practices and support for the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment. Similarly, 10 of the top 20 recommendations approved by 
Black delegates in Minneapolis called attention to the economic 
pressures felt by many of their families. In Los Angles, full employ- 
ment was ranked second, while equal pay for comparable work, fair 
employment practices and support for ERA were also among the top 
10. 



Any 

meaningful White 
House Conference must 

address the double 
jeopardy of racism and 

poverty as a 
fundamental problem 
facing Black families. 



Ann Ford, Tennessee Heann}^ 
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There are 
many things the an§^os 

could learn fro|n us. 
Hispanic families have a 
veiy strong support 
system for their 
members. They seek out 
help first firom the 
family and family 
members wiU often 
drop ivhat th^ are 
doingto help each other. 

Guadalupe Gibson. 
WHCF Deputy Chair 
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In Baltimore, Black delegates also placed priority on recom- 
mendations dealing with substance abuse, comprehensive health 
care and family violence. In Minneapolis, Black delegates showed 
greatest concern to the needs of handicapped persons and housing 
discrimination as well as issues dealing with homemakers and paren- 
tal involvement in education. Black delegates in Los Angeles empha- 
sized the need for more sensitive personnel policies, issues affecting 
handicapped persons and social services. Minority reports submitted 
by Black delegates stressed overcoming racist practices in govern- 
ment research practices and concerns about media programming. 

Hispanic Delegates 

The voting record of Hispanic delegates reveals a different empha- 
sis. In contrast to the high ranking given by Black delegates to a jobs 
program, Hispanic delegates ranked that recommendation I^th'^irt 
Baltimore, 18th in Minneapolis, and not in the top 20 in Los Angeles. 
Hispanics ranked business and government job creation 14th in 
Minneapolis. However, the priority recommendations for Hispanic 
delegates at all three Conferences stressed the need for sensitive 
support services: bilingual/bicultural education, family support serv- 
ices, services for the elderly, services for the disabled, and family 
violence prevention. In Los Angeles, two specific Hispanic concerns 
were revealed in support for the recommendation on parental 
involvement in educational policy (3rd) and recognition of ethnical 
and cultural diversity (8th). The need to combat substance abuse 
ranked in the top five proposals adopted by the Hispanic delegates at 
the Baltimore and Minneapolis Conferences. 

Minority reports on Hispanic concerns were submitted at each 
of the three Conferences. They called for bilingual/bicultural educa- 
tion, better housing, and sensitivity to Hispanics in social services. 
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They also stressed greater sensitivity in health services, employment 
of Hispanics, and support for the extended family. 

Native American Delegates 

Two high priority recommendations: recognition of cultural and 
ethnic diversity, and parental involvement in educational policy were 
strongly supported by Native Americans in Los Angeles, mirroring 
the concern of Hispanics on the same issues. In Baltimore, for 
example, recommendations on substance abuse, family support 
services, foster care reform and family violence ranked very high by 
Native Americans. Similarly, Native American delegates in Balti- 
more strongly supported app^ jved multi-ethnic education efforts. 
In Minneapolis, Native American delegates consistently supported 
- proposals opposing abortion, reflecting concern with the media, 
calling for increased parental involvement in education and health 
programs and providing support for disabled persons. In Los 
Angeles, they gave strongest support to family impact analysis, 
family courts, and family-oriented personnel policies. Minority re- 
ports submitted on Native American issues included concerns over 
tribal rights, funding of the Indian Child Welfare Act, and penalties 
for those who threaten Indian lands. 




Asian- American Delegates 

The Asian-American delegates to the Los Angeles and Minneapolis 
Conferences emphasized economic issues. They expressed concerns 
related to full employment, family-oriented personnel policies, em- 
ployment discrimination, and the inequities of the marriage and 
inheritance taxes. The Asian-American delegates in Baltimore fa- 
vored support of the education recommendations, including mul- 
tiethnic, multicultural education, and funding for education. They 
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But when 
they come to the states 
what th^ learn in the 
family and what th^ 
learn in school, with me 
comiselor, or the teacheij 
or what they learn from 

friends or T.V. is 
different fit>m what they 
learn at home. So the 
child becomes 
confused... 

Quynh Tnguycn, Seattle Hcaririg 
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also strongly supported recommendations regarding child care 
needs and the special needs of the handicapped and their families. 

In general, minority reports submitted by Asian delegates called 
for multicultural and multilingual services and education, equal 
employment, affirmative action, and special programs for the elderly 
and immigrants, among other priorities. 

Voting Analysis 

Analysis by Age 

Voting on the top 20 recommendations was analyzed by six age 
categories — under 20; 20-29; 30-39; 40-49; 50-59; and over 60. 
Delegates under 20 were frequently concerned about issues such as 
substance abuse, teenage pregnancy, and education. But they also 
showed concern for the elderly and for foster care reform. Delegates 
in the age range from 20 to 59 seemed to be progressively more 
concerned about economic, workplace, and tax issues. As age in- 
creased, there appeared to be far greater emphasis on health, social 
security, and retirement concerns. 

Analysis by Sex 

When examining the top 20 recommendations by gender, there 
appear to be far more similarities than differences. Both men and 
women cited family-oriented personnel policy, elimination of the 
marriage tax penalty and inheritance tax, and economic benefits for 
the homemaker as very high-priority issues. In Minneapolis, both 
men and women endorsed anti-discrimination efforts, family impact 
statements, and substance abuse programs among their top five 
issues. Improved support services for the elderly and the handicap- 
ped also drew strong support from each sex at each of the Confer- 
ence sites. 
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Didoro-Ufe, 
pro«faniiIy people waste 
their time going to the 
WHCF? Should we have 
walked out? The answer 
to both questions is no. 
Sixty recommendations 
were considered by the 
conference; four were 
passed that we stron^y 

opposed. Fifty-six 
recommendations were 
passed that should, if 
implemented, help and 
be supportive of the 
American Family. Our 
presence there 
was important. 

Evelyn Aquilla, New York Delegate 
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Minority Report Concerns 



The 

strength and, perhaps, 

the survival of the 
family depends to no 

small extent on 
economic matters, in a 
u ord— jobs. And that 
means equal 
opportunitv for all 
Americans, including 
Blacks, Hispanics, and 
other minorities 
and women. 

Paul Piicior. S! am ford Hearin}^ 



Racial and Ethnic Concerns: Twelve re- 
ports were submitted dealing with the 
specific concerns of Hispanic, Black, Na- 
tive American, and Asian constituencies. 
Tliey all stressed the need for recognition 
of cultural diversity and adequate repre- 
sentation of minorities in decision-making. 

Anti- Abortion: Seven minority reports 
opposed abortion and called for a constitu- 
tional amendment to prohibit abortion or 
an end to government support for abor- 
tion. 

Sex Education: Six reports either stressed 
the need for sex education at home or 
greater parental involvement in sex educa- 
tion efforts. 

Youth Concerns: Several reports were 
submitted by youth delegates who op- 
posed a draft; urged greater representa- 
tion of young people on all boards, com- 
missions and decision-making bodies; 
supported ERA and called for availability 
of contraceptives without parental con- 
sent. 

Health Care: Five reports dealt with the 
need for comprehensive health care, 
better access for rural and underserved 
areas, and preventive health efforts. 



Handicapping Conditions: Five reports 
expanded on the many recommendations 
dealing with issues affecting handicapped 
persons. They called for more discussion 
of such issues, support for self-help groups 
and career education, and advocacy and 
education on handicapped issues. 

Non-Public Schools: One report at each 
Conference called for tax and other assist- 
ance for parents whose children attend 
non-public schools. 

Definition of Family: Three reports called 
for family to be defined as "two or more 
persons related by blood, marriage or 
adoption." 

Gay Rights: Three repor ts urged an end 
to discrimination against homosexuals. 

Media: Two reports called for greater reg- 
ulation of media and one oppo.sed such 
action. 

Child Care: Three reports supported in- 
creased effort to make quality child care 
available through incentives to business 
and tax benefits for parents. 
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^Mj^^ Reports 



^^mp the White House Conference rules, any fifty delegates 

■j I could submit a minority report. These reports convey sev- 
11 eral different kinds of views. Some indicate their disap- 
^to^ proval of a recommendation adopted by the majority of 
delegates. Others express a view that a recommendation did not go 
far enough or lacked an important dimension. Still others draw 
attention to an issue or concern that was not dealt with by the 
Conference or one of its subgroups. Finally, some groups of dele- 
gates used the minority report process to lay out their views on a wide 
range of issues affecting their community or constituency. 

The following materials summarize the minority reports, in 
most cases using the exact words of the reports themselves. They 
have been shortened for reasons of space. The full text of the 
minority reports is available from the White House Conference on 
Families. The number of delegates in parenthesis is the number of 
delegates signing the report. 

Summaries of Baltimore 
Conference Minority Reports 



Families and Economic Well-Being 

1. We have made many recommendations 
that government expand and improve 
services and provide tax deductions, in- 
centives, and benefits for many people. To 
deal with these costs and revenue losses, 
we recommend that the military budget be 
cut and that these funds be redistributed to 
fund expanded and improved services to 
families (57 delegates). 

2. Recommendation 10 now includes the 
following language: "Federal income tax 
refund set-aside programs shall be a 
means of enforcing child support laws, 
and state compliance incentives be pro- 
vided by the federal government. All pro- 
viders under investigation for fraud par- 
ticipating in income assistance programs 
shall have a stay placed on bank accounts." 
We urge its deletion (89 delegates). 

3. We strongly urge that the S.S.I. Pro- 
gram, AFDC Programs, and Title XX of 
the Social Security Act be fully applied to 
all U.S. territories, commonwealths, and 
possessions on an equal basis with states 
(53 delegates). 



Families; Challenges and 
Responsibilities 

4. Courses in public health, family life, and 
sex cannot be value free. Such courses, if 
directed at minors, should be elective re- 
^quiring parental consent and should pro- 
vide for and encourage the active partici- 
pation of parents in the teaching process 
of their own children (60 delegates). 

5. Family crisis intervention training 
should be required for all law enforcement 
personnel in federal, state, and local train- 
ing centers, with annual training required 
for all law enforcement personnel who 
deal directly with domestic problems. In 
lieu of annual training, law enforcement 
agencies should have the option of estab- 
lishing crisis intervention teams to deal 
with domestic violence on a 24-hour basis. 
Volunteer training should also be made 
available to agencies outside of law en- 
forcement (50 delegates). 

6. A family is two or more persons who are 
related by blood, marriage, or adoption 
(67 delegates). 
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7. Public policies, benefits, and research 
on aging must deal with specific needs of 
older women, such as: inadequate health 
care; insufficient income; employment 
discrimination and workforce re-entry 
difficulties; and lack of affordable housing 
(135 delegates). 

Families and Human Needs 

8. Recommendation 35, which identifies 
priority federal education programs 
should be expanded to include veterans' 
education benefits (67 delegates). 

9. It should be the policy of government to 
support the "right-to-life" of the unborn 
child except where a threat to the life of the 
mother exists. No tax monies may be used 
to pay for abortions (52 delegates). 

10. Medical treatment and health screen- 
ing of minors should not normally be con- 
ducted until parents have been notified 
and their consent given (60 delegates). 

1 1. Recognizing that abortion destroys 
unborn human life, it is not the proper 
role of government to provide funding for 
abortion. Such funding should be termi- 
nated (62 delegates). 

12. This Conference's anti-life position 
denies basic facts about human existence 
and also fails to help women and adoles- 
cent girls who have a crisis pregnancy to 
deal with life in a way that will give moral 
alternatives to abortion (Submitted by 
Catholic Committee for the WHCF; 
signed by 120 delegates). 

13. We urge the Administration and Con- 
gress to pass legislation that would give 
economic assistance to parents and 
families who choose private education by a 
system of tax credits or tuition vouchers 
(Submitted by the Catholic Committee for 
the WHCF; signed by 120 delegates). 

14. We urge the House Ways and Means 
and the Senate Finance Committees to 
study and recommend specific tax legisla- 
tion to increase industry incentives for 
providing child care. We also recommend 
an increase in the child care tax credit 
available to parents (57 delegates). 

Families and Major Institutions 

15. Recommendations regarding media 
may be construed as a willingness to en- 
courage control of media. We reject con- 
straints on the freedoms of mass commu- 
nication in America. We accept only those 



recommendations offered within the 
broadest possible interpretation of First 
Amendment guarantees (53 delegates). 

16. We urge support of HR 2074 which 
ends discrimination in housing, em- 
ployent, education, and public accommo- 
dations because of an individual's sexual 
orientation, preference, or choice. Fur- 
thermore, we believe that any services, 
supports, or benefits granted to families 
should include lesbian and gay families (86 
delegates). 

17. There should be developed in the Pres- 
ident's Office of Management and Budget 
an 8-A set-aside provision, guaranteeing 
to black and minority institutions and 
groups their proportionate share of R&D 
spending by the federal government. The 
federal government should develop a 
major plan for economic parity to be 
achieved among Black American families 
within a set time. Within government and 
the media, there should be a concerted 
effort to help White America overcome its 
racist notions which hinder black success 
and survival. Federal resources should be 
made available for helping Black Ameri- 
cans overcome the crippling economic and 
social effects of racist programming (Sub- 
mitted by the Mass. BlacK Caucus; signed 
by 110 delegates). 

18. Westrongly urge the elimination of the 
existing federal ceilings imposed on fund- 
ing of the Medical Assistance Program for 
the U.S. territories and possessions. Equi- 
table treatment for all American citizens in 
these areas is long overdue (53 delegates). 

Other Minority Reports* 

19. Asian delegates urge the federal gov- 
ernment to support: bilingual and bicul- 
tural education, training, and community 
services; enforcement of equdl employ- 
ment laws; special education programs for 
alienated youth; special programs for the 
elderly; life-skills programs for new immi- 
grants; full utilization of Asians whose 
training is underutilized; and recognition 
of the positive influence and contributions 
of Asians in America (82 delegates). 

20. We recommend that community and 
religious groups organize to protect our 
most valuable resouce, our young men and 
women, by opposing forced registration 
(66 delegates). 



• These rciKirts relate tci nmre than (iiic 'I()pic (ir arc 
not spcnfically iiuhided wiihhi the Vnpks as defined 
in ttie delegiitc Wdrkhooks. 
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21. The proposed constitutional amend- 
ment to give the District of Columbia vot* 
iiig representation in the House and Sen- ' 
: ate should be approved by all States that 
have not yet done so (53 delegates). 

=^2. We insist that bilingual/bicultural edu- 
cation be endorsed at all levels of the edu- 
cational process. 

*; We must have housing that is safe, af» 
fordable, and takes into account Hispanic 
extended families. Foster and day care 
service must be delivered with a clear un- 
derstanding of our child-rearing patterns 
and must employ Hispanic women. We 
need community health and mental health 
services that are culturally/linguistically 
sensitive and staffed with bilingual/ 
bicultural workers. A national universal 
health insurance plan must become a real- 
ity. Title XX funds in Puerto Rico and 
territories are grossly unfair. We insist that 
such payments reflect our needs. In addi- 
tion, equal treatments must be quaranteed 
to us in all federal legislation of a social 
welfare nature. We ask that government 
prioritize monies from the federal budget 
towards increasing jobs for Hispanics and 
other minorities which pay equal wages 
and provide equal benefits and employ- 
ment opportunities with dignity. 

We encourage government on all levels 
to provide social security benefits for 
homemakers. We stress the importance of 
government's role in supporting, enhanc- 



ing, and evaluating all affirmative action 
programs. We strongly urge all federal, 
slate, and local governments to address 
and support the needs of the extended 
family network (Submitted by Hispanic 
and Puerto Rican Caucus; signed by 60 
delegates). 

23. We recommend: that there be sig- 
nificant youth representation on the 
White House Conference on Families Na- 
tional Advisory Task Force; that there be 
student/youth representation on school 
boards, college councils, youth bureaus, 
and all federal, state, and local commit- 
tees which relate to youth; and that com- 
prehensive family life education pro- 
grams be instituted in the schools and the 
community at large. 

In addition, members of the caucus call 
for: universal disarmament; extensive 
examination of the need for draft regis- 
tration and the draft; a reduction in the 
defense budget, and rechanneling of 
monies to meet human needs; elimina- 
tion of anti-grouper laws, which repre- 
sent housing discrimination against 
youth and students; ratification of the 
ERA; removal of status offenders from 
the criminal court system; and elimina- 
tion of all laws which restrict the 
availablity of contraceptives to youth 
(Submitted by WHCF Youth Caucus;, 
signed by 62 delegates). 



lii- 



The family 
is none of the 
government's business. 
. lb the extent the 
government tries 
figure out what our 
problems are^ it is likely 

to ask the wrong 
questions, get tdie wrong 
answers, and then make 
them worse. 



V. Dallas Me rrell, At-Large Delegate 



Summaries of Minneapolis 
Conference Minority Reports 



Families and Economic Well*Being 

1. Inflation, the fluctuating value of our 
dollar, and extraordinary financial pres- 
sures are working tremendous hardships 
on families in the military. We propose that 
the federal government recognize these 
hardships and allow satisfactory cost of 
living and relocation allowances to ease 
these pressures (61 delegates). 

2. We urge Congress to enact national en- 
ergy policies to: place the development of 
energy resources on public lands under 
public ownership or control; and require 
horizontal and vertical divestiture by cor- 
porations holding substantial interests in 
two or more energy sources (50 delegates). 



Families: Challenges and 
Responsibilities 

3. Recognizing that our nation was 
founded on a strong traditional family, 
meaning a married heterosexual couple 
with or without natural children, it is im- 
perative and we demand that the President 
immediately correct by Executive Order 
the name "White House Conference of 
Families" and let it be known in all future 
Conferences as the "White House Confer- 
ence on the Family" (54 delegates). 

4. We urge that government policies and 
laws defme families as being related by 
hetrosexual marriage, blood, or adoption 
(51 delegates). 
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5. We urge support for the Domestic Vio- 
lence Treatment and Prevention Act of 
1980 (S.1843) [Passed U.S. House in De- 
cember 1979-296-106, currently pending 
in U.S. Senate] and support for increased 
funding under the Child Abuse Act of 
1974, as well as^ad ministration of the two 
bills through a single coordinated federal 
effort. These programs should involve a 
state planning agency with serx ice delivery 
by a variety of community and self help 
groups (117 delegates). 

6. Premarriage counseling and edu- 
cational programs help clarify the expecta- 
tions of marital partners and the respon- 
sibilities of family living and may help 
avoid serious marital problems. Thus, all 
who are licensed to perform marriages 
should be encouraged to require ^hat each 
couple that wishes to be married partici- 
pate in a premarital counseling and educa- 
tion program (64 delegates). 

7. Government, private, and church re- 
lated groups should assist with financial 
and other support services to families 
whom dislocation places in severe eco- 
nomic crisis. Such families include migrant 
workers, refugees, recent immigrants, 
documented and undocumented, and that 
growing number of families left jobless by 
the recession (50 delegates). 

8. Parents should assume the primary re- 
sponsibility for teaching their children 
basic moral and responsible conduct in the 
home environment, and all federal pro- 
grams should recognize the parental right 
to notification for any government pro- 
grams involving a minor child (57 dele- 
gates). 

9. Parents should assume the primary re- 
sponsibility for teaching their children 
ba.sic moral values and responsible con- 
duct in the home environment, and all 
federal programs .should recognize the pa- 
rental right to notification for any gov- 
ernment programs involvinga minor child 
- and a child's rights should not supercede 
the rights of parents (55 delegates). 

Families and Human Needs 

10. We urge that the private and public 
health sectors focus on prevention, volun- 
tary early heath intervention, education 
and outreach services. These should be 
accessible for all segments of the commu- 
nity and reimbursed by third-party payors 
or tax credits. Priority shall be to eliminate 
the discrepancy in health status between 



the minority and general populations and 
reduce suicide, homicide, and alcohol and 
drug-related deaths (124 delegates). 

1 1. Comprehensive health care should be 
accessible to all segments of the commu- 
nity, recognizing that special emphasis 
must be directed toward the medically un- 
derserved families in rural and urban lo- 
cations. Specifically, access barriers such as 
culture, geography, physical barriers, and 
cost must be adequately addressed (57 del- 
egates). 

12. We recommend that local, state and 
federal governments re-evaluate their 
educational laws and policies to ensure 
the place of the family as the primary 
educational delivery system (74 delegates). 

13. We want to ensure that all other fed- 
eral conferences guarantee that the con- 
cerns and interests of persons with hand- 
icaps will be fully discussed and dealt with, 
and in this way make the handicapped 
individual a productive and creative 
member of American society (58 dele- 
gates). 

14. Children's rights must begin with the 
right to life from the moment of concep- 
tion. We are becoming a country that is 
fruitful for the preservation of the Snail 
Darter, but we hold an unborn baby to be 
of no account. The rights of the unborn 
ohild should be considered (60 delegates). 

15. We urge the Conference approve the 
following recommendations: legislation 
should be enacted so that families are ena- 
bled financially to make genuine edu- 
cational choices; the Department of Edu- 
cation should ensure a significant in- 
volvement of parents who choose private 
education; regulations should be devel- 
oped to guarantee the participation of pri- 
vate school children in programs intended 
by Congress to benefit all children; 
guidelines regarding compliance of pri- 
vate schools with public policy should re- 
flect an understanding of the unique struc- 
ture, character, and membership of the 
school and its sponsoring community (58 
delegates). 

16. The following elements should be 
available to the family from birth of a 
handicapped child or from the onset of the 
condition: an open self-help network of 
volunteer families; insurance coverage for 
professional counseling fees; stronger 
emphasis on career education for hand- 
icapped individuals; and a better under- 
standing of the emotional impact of the 



onset of handicapping or disabling condi- 
tion (53 delegates). 

17. The greatest handicaps that hand- 
icapped individuals and their families suf- 
fer is the negative attitude of society to- 
ward their differentness. Steps to over- 
come this might include: education to 
mitigate the general fear of the unknown, 
and rewards for and recognition of in- 
novative model programs and techniques 
to change attitudes (51 delegates). 

18. We support comprehensive health 
care, accessible to all segments of the 
community, based on individual needs and 
choices. We recognize that special empha- 
sis must be directed toward the medically 
underserved families in rural and urban 
locations. Access barriers such as culture, 
geography, physical barriers, and cost 
must be adequately addressed if this goal is 
to be achieved (90 delegates). 

Families and Major Institutions 

19. Television should develop programs 
that prepare individuals for marriage, 
strengthen family relations, and assist fam- 
ily members in achieving full potential. 
Community boards should be established 
to assist TV. in interpreting American 
families of the 1980's (60 delegates). 

20. Religious institutions should become 
more actively involved in strengthening 
families through pre-marital counseling; 
family life education, including marriage 
enrichment, parenting skills, family com- 
munication, and sexuality; the teaching of 
moral values and the providing of inter- 
generation programs; the offering of 
counseling ser\'ices and support groups; 
and the realization of the role as extended 
family in a mobile society. These services 
should be offered not only for members, 
but for the community at large (50 dele- 
gates). 

21. Court-connected conciliation and 
mediation services should be made avail- 
able in all states and territories, with care- 
ful consideration of the linguisnc and cul- 
tural differences of the involved families, 
to assist families in self-determining issues 
relating to marriage, divorce, custody, 
support, visitation, and any matter relat- 
ing to their family unit. Whenever 
possible, custody of children shall l)e de- 
termined by the parents themselves. 
Court-connected counseling services 
should be funded by increased fees for 
marriage licen.ses or divorce filing fees (70 
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delegates). 

•22. We urge the Conference to help re- 
; store to fathers, the heads of families, the 
! dignity they lose when we make it more 

economically feasible for them to leave the 
' family rather than to stay and work (54 

delegates). 

. 23. We urge the Conference to endorse 
the right of families to provide, in what- 
: ever way they deem appropriate, for the 
r inculcation of religion in the individual 
family setting. We would discourage all 
governmental bodies from imposing any 
form of religion upon family members 
through governmental institutions (55 
delegates). i 

24. The federal Office of Families should 
be responsible for implementing the reso- 
lutions adopted by the Conference (54 
delegates). 

25. States should be encouraged to de- 
velop child-support programs which will 
ensure the creation of adequate and equi- 
table support obligations on the part of 
noncustodial parents, and will commence 
prompt enforcement proceedings on be- 
half of the custodial parent when neces- 
sary (51 delegates). 

26. States should be encouraged to revise 
their justice system to minimize disruption 
of families and to consider particularly the 
impact which removal of children from the 
home has upon families. State laws must 
assure that children be provided with all 
safeguards of due process afforded adults, 
and that the principle of the least restric- 
tive placement be applied whenever they 
are removed from home for whatever rea- 

. son (57 delegates). 

27. We advocate a Conference recom- 
mendation for: removing discrimination 
because of sexual orientation in jobs, hous- 
ing, public accommodations and services, 
taxation, and other areas of the public and 
private sectors, specifically including the 
family-related areas of child custody, di- 
vorce, adoption, foster care, and juvenille 
justice; and conferral of "family benefits" 
on all units of two or more persons that 
function and define themselves as families 
(53 delegates). 

28. Government should take a com- 
prehensive look at its structure to elimi- 
nate institutional racism and bias against 
the poor (50 delegates). 



Other Minority Reports* 

29. The Conference should support self- 
determination and the unique treaty rela- 
tionships of American Indian Tribes with 
the government, and further support the 
rights of tribes to be included in develop- 
ment, implementation, and approval of 
human services, and other policies and 
legislation that impact American Indian 
Families (56 delegates). 

30. Hispanic delegates urge that the Con- 
ference's August task force ensure 
adequate Hispanic representation and 
also urge that: bilingual-multi-cultural 
education be urgently endorsed at all 
levels of education; economic policy reflect 
and respond to the critical employment 
needs of. Hispanic; support services such 
as job training, housing, and social serv- 
ices, be specifically earmarked for migrant 
families threatened by mechanization; the 
elderly should receive the same govern- 
ment tax incentives and services at home 
that they would recieve were they- to be 
institutionalized; that federal tax policies 
should recognize the elderly and child care 
provided by the Hispanic family unit and 
promote its continuity and expansion by 
adopting tax credits; and that Hispanic 
families should not be discriminated 
against because of extended family culture 
by governmental regulations restricting 
family size (77 delegates). 

31. Advocacy for the handicapped indi- 
vidual should focus on the rights of the 
individual, not on the handicap or dis- 
ability. Advocacy must be broad-based, 
universal, and nondisease or status 
oriented. (54 delegates). 

32. The appointment of more than five 
delegates per state may have unfairly rep- 
resented the people of the United States. 
The great bulk of the delegation should 
have been selected by vote of the people 
for true representation (57 delegates). 



•These reports relate lo more than one Topic (»r are 
not specifically included within the Topics as defined 
In the delegate workbooks, ^ 



Be like us. 
Let us help you* And the 

White Man did. He 
helped us, and helped 
us, and nearly helped us 
to death* 

Albin Matison. Detroit Hearing; 
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Summaries of Los Angeles Conference 
Minority Reports 



Families and Economic Weil-Being 

1. Government anti-inflation policies 
should place special emphasis on compo- 
nents that hit families hardest: food, 
.health, energy, and housing. Federal, state, 
and local governments should support a 
coherent energy program, a comprehen- 

» sive national health program, and lower 

interest rates tq enable families to buy 
homes and meet other family needs. Anti- 
inflation programs should not be at the 
expense of human services such as em- 
ployment, housing, and welfare. Govern- 
ment should refrain from policies that 
cause unemployment in order to slow the 
economy and control inflation (53 dele- 
gates). 

2. Section A-2 #6 addresses full employ- 
ment, placing special emphasis on minor- 
ity women and youth. We view this rec- 
ommendation, with itsspecial emphasis, to 
be inconsistent in establishing family unity 
in the minority community It is of equal 
importance for minority males to have the 
respect of their families, which is en- 
hanced when they are contributing partic- 
ipants to their economic well-being. The 
separation of the minority family in terms 
of women, youth, and males serves to un- 
dermine the aim of full equal employment 
for the minority population at large (50 
delegates). 

3. We urge enactment of tuition tax credit 
legislation for parents, foster parents, and 
legal guardians of students to attend in- 
stitutions of higher education of their 
choice (52 delegates). 

4. In families where an adult family 
member chooses to stay home to raise (care 
for) the children, tax credits should be 
allowed commensurate with credits which 
would be allowed for day care expenses if 
that member were employed outside the 
home (1 17 delegates). 

5. Public Law 95-588 Veterans 8c Sur- 
vivors Pension Improvement Act of 1978 
to Amend PL. 95-588 to provide payment 
to children in an amount based on the loss 
of a parent rather than on the income of 
the child and to assure continuance of 



benefit payments to children until they 
reach the age of majority or are otherwise 
emancipated (51 delegates). 

6. The impact of energy development in- 
dustries upon the community and families 
creates a need for increased human serv- 
ices. To ease problems with rapid growth, 
cooperation between private industry and 
government at all levels is essential and 
should include community and family 
needs assessments, informing the com- 
munity about the impact of providing 
higher severance taxes or other mecha- 
nisms to pay the human and environmen- 
tal costs of energy development (68 dele- 
gates). 

7. Federal, state and local government 
and private sector efforts to provide sup- 
port and services to displaced homeimkers 
should include: adequate child care facili- 
ties; financial and other counseling; job 
traimng, especially in the development of 
skills in non-traditional, higher paying 
jobs; appropriate job placement at a living 
wage to enable the displaced homemaker 
to maintain and enhance self-respect as a 
productive member of society (53 dele- 
gates). 

8. A national minimum benefit level for 
AFDC recipients should be established 
and maintained sufficient to meet the fol- 
lowing goals: provide for basic human re- 
quirements; encourage job training and 
education; ensure adequate day care and 
work incentives; maintain health and day 
care to encourage rapid transition to fam- 
ily self-sufficiency (195 delegates). 

9. We urge that the windfall profit tax be 
repealed or amended to exempt domestic 
oil producers producing 1000 barrels per 
day or less (54 delegates). 

10. The federal government must enforce 
the right of tax immunity of Indian tribes 
guaranteed by treaties, acknowledging 
that the immunity is essential for the eco- 
nomic survival of Indian tribes and fami- 
lies, and must not permit the state gov- 
ernments to destroy Indian life through 
double taxation (64 delegates). 
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Families: Challenges and' 
■ }: Responsibilities 

;: II. We recommend thai in any course de- 
I velopcd on Family Life Education, there 
i ; be objective teaching of the values and 
morals consistent with the Judeo-Christian 
■[ ethic which are based on absolute stand- 
; ards upon which this jiation was founded. 
In presentation of material on family life 
education, there must always be some 
standard of right and wrong, since to teach 

• no standards is in effect to make a value 
statement (63 delegates). 

; 12. We beseech all members of the Ameri- 
can family to open their minds and hearts 

; to the homosexual members of their fami- 
lies and not cut them off from the irre- 
placeable environment of family affection 
We also call on gays and lesbians not to 

: deny their families their love even though 

• the challenge may seem insurmountable. 
Finally, we ask Congress to pass legislation 
protecting the right of all homosexuals 
(123 delegates). 

13. We urge legislation to bring military 
pay in line with civilian compensation and 
encourage and support governmental and 
private non-profit organizations in their 
efforts to address the needs of military 
families, including foreign born spouses 
(62 delegates)'. 

14. The Indian Child Welfare Act (PL. 
95-608) should be fully funded to allow for 
its effective implementation (60 dele- 
gates). 

Families and Human Needs 

15. We affirm the reality, dignity, and the 
right to life of every human being from 
conception to natural death; reject abor- 
tion, infanticide, and euthanasia as im- 
moral therapeutic procedures; include re- 
productive health services for minor chil- 
dren within the scope of parental rights 
and concerns for their minor children; 
support those public programs that re- 
spect the consciences of tax-payers; and 
support a Human Life Amendment to the 
constitution of the United States (106 del- 
egates). 

16. Comprehensive health care should be 
totally accessible to all segments of the 
community, recognizing the special em- 
phasis must be directed toward medically 
underserved families in rural and urban 
locations. Specifically, access barriers such 



as culture, geography, physical barriers, 
and cost must be adequately addressed if 
this goal is to be achieved (50 delegates). 

17. Sex education courses should be 
selected and voted upon every three years 
by the parents of school children within 
their own school boundaries. These 
courses should not be federally funded (89 
delegates). 

18. We reject abortion to eliminate the 
deformed unborn and support the idea 
xhat in fundamental human matters such 
as life and liberty, all persons are equal 
regardless of health or degree of perfec- 
tion (55 delegates). 

19. It should be the policy of government 
at all levels to assure the availability of a 
wide range of training, technical, and sup- 
port services to child day care providers as 
a means for continuing improvement in 
the quality of day care services provided 
and an upgrading of the status of the day 
care profession (66 delegates). 

20. All children have a right to an educa- 
tion that is sensitive to their particular 
needs. To this end, we urge that the De- 
partment of Education and local school 
districts adopt policies that will insure: an 
end to sex-role stereotyping in instruc- 
tional material, course selection, and 
career guidance; multi-culture education 
that is sensitive and appropriate to chil- 
dren of different ethnic backgrounds; ESL 
and bilingual education programs for the 
non-English speaking; and full funding 
and implementation of the "Equal Educa- 
tion for Air bill (PL 94-147) (56 delegates). 

Families and Major Institutions 

21. We urge that the Congress pass legisla- 
tion charging the Office for Families in the 
Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices to investigate and report bi-annually 
on all matters pertaining to the welfare of 
families in the United States, and on the 
ways in which government legislation, pol- 
icy, programs and practices at the federal 
level and in the several states and ter- 
ritories have effects adverse to strengthen- 
ing family life in our nation (49 delegates). 

22. Mass media must improve their re- 
sponsibilities and service to neglected 
American minorities by increasing qualita- 
tively sensitive and relevant editorial con- 
tent, enhancing their image; by providing 
equal opportunity of employment; and by 
safeguarding affirmative action (74 dele- 

, gates). 



23. Because the air waves belong to the 
public and programming must be for the 
convenience, necessity, and interest of the 
public, the Federal Communications 
Commission should retain the standards 
for the television media as expressed in the 
Communication Act of 1934, in particular: 
the right of the public to participate in 
FCC proceedings; more vigorous en- 
forcement of the fairness doctrine; defeat 
of the effort to change the licensing of 
stations from 3 to 5 years; and improved 
network standards for news, public affairs, 
and programming appropriate for family 
viewing (58 delegates). 

24. Federal, state, and local governments 
should authorize and provide funds for 
the wide dissemination of print and broad- 
cast information concerning family sup- 
port systems. This authorization and fund- 
ing shall be for information, not promo- 
tion (53 delegates). 

25. Media portrayals of family life should 
not include glamorizing the practice of 
homosexuality. Responsible heterosex- 
uality and heterosexual marriage as a 
norm and foundation of civilization 
should be the standard for the media to 
adhere to (52 delegates). 

26. Policymakers and the general public 
must recognize that families with children 
in trouble need help for all members of the 
family. Incarceration is not remedial but 
punitive, usually resulting in permanent 
criminal activity. Proven programs qf pre- 
vention, intervention, and amelioration 
must be replicated and adequately funded. 
This assurance must be expressed in all 
demonstration grants. Juvenile courts 
must help sustain and rehabilitate families 
(85 delegates). 

27. We endorse the efforts of the state of 
California in developing a master plan for 
services to children and youth and rec- 
ommend that the federal government use 
that plan as a guideline to develop a similar 
plan for the nation (52 delegates). 

28. The federal government should im- 
plement a policy of providing juvenile jus- 
tice programs which arc alternatives to 
incarceration and which protect and re- 
spect cultural, ethnic, and language differ- 
ences (66 delegates). 

29. The federal government should rec- 
ognize cultural diversity as a source of 
strength in family life which must be con- 
sidered in planning family policy and pro- 
grams (58 delegates). 
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Other Minority Reports* 

30. To support and maintain the cultural 
and social values which have contributed 
to the solidarity of Asian Pacific American 
families, we recommend: inclusion of 
Asian Pacific Americans in all affirmative 
action policies and government programs; 
social and health service delivery is sensi- 
tive to diversity of language, generation, 
and nativity; provision of bilingual and 
bicultural education; and program 
policies for refugees that respect the integ- 
rity of the family (61 delegates). 

31. Delegates with disabilities request 
that: (1) those needing attendant care re- 
ceive it at no cost to the delegate or the 
attendant; (2) that a conference site be 
selected which is as accessible to the dis- 
abled as to the abled bodied; and (3) the 
National Conference include a "handi- 
capping condition" section under all major 
topic groups as opposed to one section 
under hu man needs, which has segregated 
delegates with disabilities (130 delegates). 

32. Existing laws against child pornogra- 
phy must be enforced, and stronger laws, 
if needed, should be enacted. We endorse 
the Laxalt Family Protection Act and the 
family-protecting approaches embodied 
within it. The right of parents to rear their 
children according to their religious be- 
liefs is a fundamental order of God and 
nature. It must not be undermined by any 
government action. Government policies 
which cause jobs to become scarce or 
which over-regulate the job market must 
be re-examined. Individuals dependent 
on government welfare should be re- 
quired to take work available to them at 
their level of skill. The most imperative 
need of families is for lower tax rates at all 
levels. 

The greatest single measure to enhance 
the status of homemakers would be the 
existence of a living wage earned by the 
head of the family, so that no homemaker 
was forced into the job market. Parents 
have the primary right and responsibility 
to educate their children according to the 
philosophy of their choice without gov- 
ernment interference or financial penalty. 
Towards this, we urge parental review of 
textbooks prior to their use in public 
schools and restoration of school prayer. 
Publicly funded health insurance or health 



I hesc rcporls relate ui more than one Ibpit or ine 
noi spctifically intltiilcci wilhiii ihe lopics as (ielincci 
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care programs are not in the best long- 
term interest of families because they lead 
to evaluation of individuals in terms of 
their "cost" to the system. We reject public 
policies orjudicial decisions which embody 
the philosophy that children have rights 
separate from those of their parents 
and/or family members. 

A fainily consists of persons who are 
related by heterosexual marriage, blood, 
and adoption, and children of these rela- 
tionships. 

Legislation and policies dealing with 
child abuse should ensure that reasonable 
methods of corporal punishment, rea- 
sonably employed, are not taken to be 
child abuse. Spouse abuse should find its 
legal remedy at the l(K:al and state level (50 
delegates). 

33. There is a clear need for equal repre- 
sentation of minorities at both the state 
and national level. Some oi the areas that 
need to be addressed are: bilingual educa- 
tion, child care, and adcujuate education 
for young mothers (54 delegates). 

34. Hispanic delegates favor the follow- 
ing bilingual/bicultural education at all 
levels of educational process; foster-care 
placement of Hispanic children that is 
cognizant of the damage to a child's 
growth, development, and cultural tnteg- 
rity caused by capricious or arbitrary re- 
moval of our children; policies that ad- 
dress the under-representation of His- 
panics in the legal and justice systems at all 
levels; government benefits, rights, and 
support to undocumented workers; re-ex- 
amination of policies that pre-sclect 
specific ethnic population groups to die 
younger, suffer greater health damage, 
and want for health care in all areas; prior- 
ity federal funding to increase jobs for 
Hispanics and other minorities, which pay 
equal wages, provide equal benefits, and 
provide an employment opportunity with 
dignity; social security benefits for home- 
making; government support for all 
affirmative action programs; federal, state 
and local government support for the 
needs of the extended family network (68 
delegates). 

35. The federal government must impose 
severe penalties against industries and 
local governments which encroach upon 
those properties and rights guaranteed to 
Native People by treaties or land grants, 
and must acknowledge its responsibilities 
to assure and assist economic and social 
freedom for Native families (60 delegates). 
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JStonTTidry of National Task Force 
Miriority Report 



Of the 170 recommendations to emerge 
from the three White House Conferences on 
Families, the majority would necessarily re- 
sult in more governmental expenditures and 
greater governmental influence on the indi- 
vidual family unit. We, the undersigned, 
regret the inordinate growth of the federal 
bureaucracy in recent years, and fear that 



the final White House Conference report 
will be interpreted as a mandate to assume 
even greater power and influence. If there is 
an appropriate place to stop the intrusion of 
government into the fabric of American life, 
it is at the front door of the family (18 
delegates). 
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Inipk'nwntation and Advocacy: 

Recommendations to 
Reality 



I believe 
that a White House 
Conference on Families 
can be of great value at 

this point in our 
history. It can serve to 

reaflBrm the vital 
functions of the feanXfy 
as a cornerstone of our 
national well being. 




Senator Alan Cranston of California, 
chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on 
Children and Youth, addresses WHCF 
hearings in Washington^ D,C, 



It is one task to generate an agenda of recommendations to 
strengthen American families. It is quite another to effectively 
advocate those proposals where decisions are made. Fortu- 
nately, from its inception the White House Conference on 
Families has been structured to do both tasks. 

Senator Alan Cranston first emphasized the importance of a 
post-Conference implementation effort during a 1978 congressional 
hearing. He urged that the Conference staff should be maintained 
for six months after the Conference to take action on the final report. 
President Carter committed his Administration when he told dele- 
gates to the first Conference in Baltimore: "I will do all I can to 
ensure that your work does not end just as a report on the shelves in 
Washington." 

From its first meeting, the White House Conference on Families 
National Advisory Committee planned for implementation. It 
budgeted funds for six months of post-Conference activities that 
would include completing the Conference report and beginning the 
job of translating the delegates' recommendations into reality 

It was clear from the outset, however, that implementation of 
the proposals will take far longer than six months. Therefore, the 
Advisory Committee directed the Conference staff to use the period 
to lay a foundation for action and to generate momentum that other 
organizations and individuals could continue throughout the decade 
of the Eighties. Preparing this foundation will involve states, national 
organizations and their affiliates, and the thousands of citizens who 
participated in the Conference process. 

At its meeting in August following the Task Force session, the 
National Advisory Committee shared ideas for implementation and 
adopted two significant motions. The first called for a sub-group of 
the NAC to develop a plan to continue the work of the WHCF, 
including independent monitoring activity advocacy and work with 
states. It also called for an annual report to the White House on the 
progress of Conference recommendations and White House action 
on a government-wide task force to develop a plan of action on the 
WHCF recommendations. It urged that elected state representatives 
to the Task Force and state coordinators continue to serve as links to 



Recommendations and Strategies for Action m izi 



each state and that the 1980s be declared the Decade of Families. A 
second recommendation dealt with the Office for Families, urging 
that sufficient funds be made available to fulfill its follow-up respon- 
sibilities. 

Some progress has already occun^ed. In August, 1980, Confer- 
ence Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker testified before the House Ways 
and Means Committee on the delegates' overwhelming sentiment in 
favor of repealing the income tax marriage penalty Executive Di- 
rector John L. Carr carried the same message to the Senate Finance 
Committee. President Carter recently proposed a tax credit to 
minimize the marriage tax penalty as part of his economic revitaliza- 
tion program. In October, top executives of the nation's largest 
corporations met at the White House for a briefing on Conference 
recommendations afiFecting the workplace, such as flextime, leave 
policies, and child care. 

Key elements of the six-month implementation period are: 

• Communication of Conference Results. The Conference re- 
port, and its summary will be widely distributed. The Conference 
newsletter, news releases, feature articles, and television and radio 
appearances will be used to communicate the Conference results to 
the nation. 

• Analysis of Conference Recommendations. The recommenda- 
tions will be analyzed to show whether they are directed to the public, 
private, or voluntary sectors. The WHCF will request the President 
to direct all federal departments and agencies to review the proposals 
and report on their potential and implementation. The departments 
will also be asked to suggest both short and long range strategies for 
implementation. 

• Generating Interest and Action Among Constituencies. Con- 
ference recommendations will be shared with key constituencies, 
including academic institutions, business and labor organizations, 
religious groups, professional associations, foundations, state and 
local public officials, and civic, fraternal, and human service organi- 
zations. These groups will be encouraged to inform their members 
about the recommendations and to utilize the proposals within their 
program and service areas. They will also be urged to develop action 
plans to generate support. In addition, key decision makers in the 
public and private sectors will be identified and contacted regarding 
specific recommendations. Existing coalitions and networks will be 
utilized and new ones may be established if needed. 

• Establishing Vehicles for Ongoing Implementation. Im- 
plementation of recommendations from any White House Confer- 
ence is usually a long-term process, often requiring years of effort. 
Although the WHCF will go out of existence in March 1981, im- 
plementation efforts must continue if the Conference is to reach its 
long-term goals. Among the resources for this continuing effort are 
the Office for Families within the U.S. Department of Health and 




Jim Guy Tucker testifies on WHCF 

tax" recommendations before Home Ways and 

Means Committee, 



Some of 
your recommendations 
may be implemented 
beiore the ink is diy. 

Stuan Eizenstat, 
Assistant to the President 
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John Calhoun heads the Administration for 
Children, Youth and Families which includes 
the Office for Families, 



Human Sewices, the White House Domestic Policy Staff, citizens' 
advocacy groups and continuing monitoring and advocacy efforts 
both inside and outside the government. 

Office for Families 

President Carter launched the Office for Families last November in 
part to assure implementation of WHCF recommendations. The 
Office for Families has already launched several activities to help 
implement Conference recommendations. With a broad mandate 
including policy analysis, advocacy, information dissemination, 
technical assistance, and a research and demonstration authority, the 
Office is attempting to focus its limited resources on areas which 
Conference delegates identified as priorities. 

Over the next year the Office will be a part of a demonstration 
project of family impact analysis by a state commission. In addition, a 
study is about to be completed of several areas where law and 
regulations interfere with family functioning. 

A major initiative is the development of a consortium of organi- 
zations, "Friends of thte Family," which will work to support parents in 
enhancing their parenting skills. This project involves publication of 
a catalog of parenting materials available to parents and others from 
the Department of Health and Human Services and the Department 
of Education, as well as television and radio public service an- 
nouncements. 

A major concern expressed at the Conference related to the 
narrow, prescriptive nature of services available to individual family 
members. The Office for Families intends to support, through 
information dissemination and technical assistance efforts, efforts to 
break through service coordination barriers. Publication of a "Prom- 
ising Practices*' inventory of exemplary community-based practices 
aimed at engaging and supporting families with maximum effec- 
tiveness will be a first effort in this regard. In addition, competitive 
award "mini-grants" will be made to private and community organi- 
zations providing innovative services to families. 

Believing that the major legacy of the WHCF is not at the 
national level, the Office for Families is developing an announce- 
ment for competitive funding to support state and and local im- 
plementation activities, especially those involving private sector or- 
ganizations in networking and advocacy efforts. 

Imphmentation in the States 

Early in the Conference planning, the National Advisory Commit- 
tee urged each state coordinator to establish an advisory and 
planning committee that would continue to be active after the 
Conference in order to work toward implementing action of state 



ERIC 



123 



I; and national recommendations. As a result, structures for imple- 
" mentation are already in place in more than 80% of the states. 

When the National Task Force met in Washington in late 
August, an important part of its agenda was an exchange of ideas 
and information among the state representatives. The principal 
.,: strategies that seem to be emerging in the states includes: 
; • Convening meetings of the state delegation and advisory commit- 
tee to establish state priorities on recommendations;'^ 

• Meeting with Governors to discuss the final White House Confer- 
ence recommendations, to urge funding for the implementation 
period, and to urge establishing the state delegation as an ongoing 
task force; 

• Establishing a link between the state delegation and the Gov- 
ernor's Commission on Children and Youth, and changing its title to 
mclude the words "and Families"; 

• Briefing state legislators on WHCF recommendations and asking 
city and county officials to respond in writing with their opinions 
about the WHCF recommendations and ways they can assist in 
implementation; 

• Writing members of Congress urging that WHCF activities con- 
tinue through the Office for Families and other entities; 

Meeting with members of the business community to discuss 
WHCF recommendations, especially those related to work and 
personnel policies; 

• Using the Cooperative Extension Service to educate citizen 
groups about the WHCF recommendations; 

• Organizing a speakers bureau using members of the state delega- 
tion. 

During the August meeting, most states were able to identify 
persons who could serve as a contact person during implementation. 
; (The contact list apiaears at the end of this section.) 
f ^ These strategies are only the beginning; as public awareness and 
j mterest continue to grow, new opportunities and ideas will arise and 
■ the WHCF newsletter will keep states informed about each other's 
activities as well as provide analysis on legislation aflFecting families. 

National Organization Activi ties 

Throughout the Conference process, national organizations were 
instrumental in informing and involving many thousands of 
individuals in the Conference's state and national activities. The 
commitment and active support of these organizations will be 
equally important during implementation because they have the 
resources and a capacity for long-range planning that far exceed that 
of the WHCF. As permanent features on the American scene, 
national organizations can use the momentum of the WHCF to 
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The Kansas 
deleG[ation hopes to be 
able to continue to 
U'ork together in die 
state in support of 
families. We nope to be 
able to institute some 
change in public policy 
at state level which wiU 
be of help to families. 

Donna Perline. Kansas Delegate 
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I win do all 
I can to eiiiMire that 
your ivork^doefi not end 
Just as a report on the 
shelves in Washington. 

President Jimmy Caner 

■ 99 



renew their own eflForts to reach goals they share with the Confer- 
ence 

National organizations' involvement can take many forms. 
Some have already designated WHCF implementation as a priority 
of public policy and education activities. They can inform their 
members about Conference recommendations and the process by 
which the recommendations were formulated. Newsletter articles, 
special mailings, reprints, and speakers at meetings can all make 
valuable contributions. Many recommendations call for action at the 
state or local levels and can best be addressed by local affiliates or 
chapters. The national organizations, however, need to distribute 
local and regional information to their broader memberships. 

National organizations may choose to adopt one or several 
recommendations for in-depth study, utilizing group discussions, 
readings, guest speakers, or suiweys. 

Some recommendations do not call for study but instead call for 
eflForts to establish or reform badly needed services and programs. 
National organizations have a unique capacity to initiate model 
programs, either directly or through local affiliates, to compare 
approaches and techniques and to make adaptations with a maxi- 
mum of flexibility. 

National organizations also have broad experience in advocacy. 
Several are planning to focus their advocacy on WHCF proposals. 
The WHCF recommendations represent the polled input of more 
than 125,000 individuals and as such can lend support to existing 
advocacy eflForts. National organizations can review their own poli- 
cies and programs to make them sensitive to families. The eflFective- 
ness of these eflForts can be multiplied through the establishment of 
ad hoc networks or coalitions dedicated to the achievement of specific 
results. 

Finally, many national organizations develop their policies and 
programs in accordance with priorities which are established by their 
memberships or governing bodies. As organizations develop their 
priorities. Conference recommendations should be given serious 
consideration, both for their short- and long-term implications. 
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Indrndiuil Efforts 



One of the strengths of the WHCF is the great extent to which it 
involved families themselves — families who were not represent- 
ing the views of any organization or group but voicing their own 
opinions and concerns. In doing so, they shaped the Conference's 
substance and style. The families who patiently gave testimony at 
Conference hearings, who attended state conferences, and who 
diligendy hammered out Conference recommendations in Balti- 
more, Minneapolis, and Los Angeles must continue to be involved. 

Whether they choose to do so on an individual basis, through 
organizations, or through coalitions, they have many important tasks 
ahead. They can educate fellow citizens about the Conference 
through letters to the editors, and by arranging for speakers at PTA, 
civic, or religious meetings. They can contact public » policy makers 
regarding specific recommendations. Letters and personal contacts 
are essential if Conference recommendations are to become a reality. 
And they can establish coalitions and networks around local issues, 
reaching out to others with similar concerns and involving them in 
the Conference implementation process. 




was an 
eye-opener. iVe had my 
lieaa in a diaper pail 
for six years and it's 
coining out. I have an 
obligation to be more 
invoked in community 
and public policy. And^ 
I think the work is just 
starting. It's up to us to 
see that we work to 
implement these 
recommendations on a 
local and then on a 
state level. 



Lea Ybarra-Sortano, 
California Delegate 
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Implementation Period Contacts 



Individuals or organizations interested in 
learning about or participating in Confer- 
ence implementation activities should con- 
tact: 

The White House Conference 
on Families 

550 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20201 

In addition, you should get in touch with 
state implementation contacts. They are: 

Contact 

Alaska . 

Susan Sullivan 
1131 Lalande Place 
Anchorage, Alaska 99504 

American Samoa 

Chief Unutoa S. Liufai 

Office of the Governor 

Governor's House 

Pago Pago, American Samoa 96799 

Arizona 

Frank Williams 

4757 E. 2nd 

Tucson, Arizona 857 11 

Arkansas 

Don Crary 

Room 203, Donaghey Building 

103 East Seventh 

Little Rock. Arkansas 72201 

California 

Laura Yanes 
4601 Sunset Drive 
Sacramento, California 95822 

Colorado 

Dorothy Martin 

2313 Tanglewood Drive 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80203 

Connecticut 

Laura Lee Simon 
Hawthorne Lane 
Westport, Connecticut 06880 

Delaware 

Patricia ^felson 

Delaware Cooperative Extension Service 
University of Delaware 
Newark, Delaware 19711 

District of Columbia 

Karl Banks 

Department of Human Services 
122 c Street, N.W., Room 513 
Washington. D»C. 20001 



Florida 

Peter O'Donnell 

Room 41 1, Carlton Building 

Tallahassee, Florida 32304 

Georgia 

Randy Humphrey 
Office of the Governor 
245 State Capitol 
Atlanta. Georgia 30344 

Guam 

Father Mel McCormack 
PO. Box 1048 
Agana, Guam 96910 

Hawaii 

Daniel Park. Jr. 

55 S. Kukui St., Apt. 2904 

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 

Idaho 

Ed Van Dusen 

Idaho Department of Health 
and Welfare 

State House Mall • 
Boise, Idaho 83720 

Illinois 

Ann Rohlen 

Junior League 

1 120 N. Lakeshore Drive 

Chicago, Illinois 60611 

Iowa 

Helen McDonald 
5440 Waterbury Road 
Des Moines, Iowa 50312 

Shean Sherzan 
523 East 12th Street 
Des Moines, Iowa 50319 

Kansas 

Howard J. Osofsky 
Menninger Foundation 
Topeka, Kansas 67401 

Kentucky 

Virginia Nestor 

Department of Human Resources 
275 East Main Street 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 

Louisiana 

Dan Richey 

PO. Box 1660 

Ferrlday, Louisiana 71334 

Maine 

Cushman Anthony 

165 Margaret St. 

South Portland, Maine 04112 
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South Dakota 

Arlinda McCumber 
South Dakota State University 
Home Economics, Room 251 
Brookings, South Dakota 57707 

Ibnnessee 

Charles Gentry 
114 Dameron Avenue 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37917 



/Maryland 

John McAdoo 
5209 Eliot *s Oak Road 
^Columbia, Maryland 21044 

Sally Michel 

4 Mill Brook Road 

Baltimore, Maryland 21218 

Massachusetts 

'. John McParland 
Administration Building 
290 Thatcher Street 
Brockton, Massachusetts 02402 

Michigan 

Maryann MahaEey 
President ProTem 
Detroit City Council 
• Detroit, Michigan 48226 

Minnesota 

Dean Honetschlager 

101 Capitol Square 

St. Paul, Minnesota 55155 

Mississippi 

Darrell Hopper 

979 Mecklenburg Court 

South Haven, Mississippi 3^671 

Missouri 

Marie Williams 
Division of Family Services 
Broadway State Office Building 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 

Montana 

John Frankino 
815 Harrison Avenue 
; Helena, Montana 59601 

Nebraska 

Christine Hanus 
{('Department of Public Welfare 
5th Floor, State Office Bldg. 
Lincoln, Nebraska 68509 

; Nevada 

Frank Carmen 
Youth Services Division 
Room 603, Kinkead Building 
505 E. King Street 
Carson City, Nevada 89710 

New Hampshire 

Mark Segar 
105 pleasant Street 
,. Twitchell Building 

Concord, New Hampshire 03301 

New Jersey 

Trish Morris 

51 Clifton Ave., Apt. 1308C 
Newark, New Jersey 07104 



New Mexico 

Alice King 

Office of the Governor 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 

New York 

Itene Margolin 
Agency Building 2 
Empire State Plaza 
Albany, New York 12223 

North Carolina 

Charles Petty 
Director, Office of Citizen Participation 
116 West Jones 

Raleigh, North Carolina 2761 1 
North Dakota 

Leona Patnaude • 
P.O. Box 320 

Bel Court, North Dakota 58316 
Ohio 

Mary Turney 

30 East Broad Street 

32nd Floor 

Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Oklahoma 

Cindy Rambo 

212 State Capitol Bidg. 

Oklahoma City» Oklahoma 73105 

Oregon 

Alice Simpson 

319 S.W. Washington, Suite 907 
Portland^ Oregon 97201 

Pacific li-ust Ibrntories 

Augustine H. Moses 
Office of the High Commissioner 
Trust Terr, of Pacific Islands 
Saipan, CM 96950 

Pennsylvania 

Helen 0*Bannon 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
Department of Public Welfare 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Puerto Rico 

Edith Valentine 
G.P.O. Box 11398 
Santurce, PR 00910 

Rhode Island 

Edward Collins, MD 

71 Holland Avenue 

East Providence, Rhode Island 02915 

South Carolina 

Emily Wiggins 

240 Plant and Animal Science Building 

Clemson University 

Clemson, South Carolina 29631 



Texas 

George Willeford 
720 West 34th Street 
Austin, Texas 78701 

Utah 

Richard Lindsay 
1886 West 4805 South 
Sah Lake City, Utah 84118 

Vermont 

Eric Nichols 

The University of Vermont 
Burlington, Vermont 05405 

A^rgin Islands 

Gwendolyn Blake 

RO. Box 539 

Charlotte Amalie 

St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 00801 

Virginia 

Kathleen Wampler 
217 Highview Drive 
Blacksburg, Virginia 24060 

Washington 

Richard Westgard 
Office Building 2 
M.S. OB-4 

Olympia, Washington 98504 

West "^rginia 
Margie Hale 

1900 Washington St., East 
Charleston, West Virginia 25305 

Wisconsin 

Charles UphofT 
Room 570 
I W^est Wilson Street 
Madison, Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

Everett Lantz 
University of Wyoming 
Room 415, Old Main 
Laramie, Wyoming 82071 
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President Carter calls on the WHCF to ''reach 
out** to American families, (Right to left: 
Rosafynn Carter, Jim Guy Tucker, Betty 
Tucker), 




Countless hours of hard work on the part of thousands of 
Americans in every state and territory contributed to the 
White House Conferences on Families and helped shape 
the recommendations that emerged from them. In addi- 
tion, the year-long series of state and national activities that preceded 
the Conferences, and the meetings themselves, helped build a 
promising foundation for the implementation eflForts that lay ahead. 

The National Advisory Committee guided and participated in 
this year of action. The states, with very litde time and no federal 
funds, developed an impressive series of more than 500 hearings, 
state conferences and other forums. National organizations and 
government agi^ncies refocused their own activities on families, 
conducting special events and producing new studies and tools for 
dealing with family issues. Most significandy, more than 12^,000 
individual families made their voices heard throughout the process. 

Conference BegjmningH 

Jimmy Carter first proposed the White House Conference on Fami- 
lies during his 1976 campaign for the presidency "The American 
family is in trouble," Carter declared. "It is clear that the national 
government should have a strong pro-family policy, but the fact is 
that our Government has no family policy, and that is the same thing 
as an anti- family policy. Because of confusion or insensitivity, our 
Government's policies have often actually weakened our families, or 
even destroyed them," he pointed out. 

When he established the Conference, the President declared: 
"The main purpose of this White House Conference will be to 
examine the strengths of American families, the difficulties they 
face, and the ways in which family life is aflFected by public policies. 
The Conference will examine the important eflFects that the world 
of work, the mass media, the court system, private institutions and 
other major facets of our society have on American families." 



130 



\hip 

, President Carter selected attorney and 
er of Litde Rock, Arkansas as the Confer- 
T member of the Ways and Means Com- 
Congress, a state attorney general and a 
rought to the Conference broad knowl- 
olicies and decision-making, 
led the executive director of the Confer- 
y served as education director for the 
/elopment, executive director of the Full 
:il and coordinator for urban issues of the 

mty chairs were named to provide leader- 
'hey are: 

governor of New York. 

iate professor at the Warden School of 
Texas. 

nt of the Martin Luther King Center for 
jorgia. 

jnt pro tem, Detroit City Council, Detroit, 

m and chief executive officer of the T. C. 
rk. 
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Clbckwise fr K Seibert, 

Coretta Scott King^ Mario Cuomo, 
Maryann Mahafey, Guadalupe Gibson. 
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Nationiil. 



1. To initiate broad nationwide 
discussions of families in the United 
States. 

2. To develop a process of listening to 
and involving families themselves, 
especially those families which have 
too often been left out of the 
formulation of policies which affect 
their lives. 

S. To share what is known about families 
— their importance, diversity, 
strengths, problems, responses to a 
changing world, etc. — and to 
generate and share new knowledge 
about families. 

4. To identify public policies, 
institutional actions and other factors 
which may harm or neglect family 
life, as well as their differing impact 
on particular groups, and to 
recommend new policies designed to 
strengthen and support families. 

5. To stimulate and encourage a wide 
variety of activities in neighborhoods, 
grass-roots organizations, 
communities, states, national 
organizations, media, and other 
public and private groups focused on 
supporting and strengthening families 
and individuals within families. 

6. To examine the impact of economic 
forces (poverty, unemployment, 
inflation, etc.) on families, with special 
emphasis and involvement of poor 
families. 

7. To encourage diverse groups of 
families to work together through 
local, state and national networks and 
other institutions for policies which 
strengthen and support family life. 

8. To generate interest in and action on 
Conference recommendations among 
individuals, families, governmental 
and nongovernmental bodies at every 
level. (These activities will include 
monitoring and evaluation efforts.) 



In July, 1979 
and met for t 
men and 19 v 
to 66. They 
psychology, ) 
gions, businc 
(For list of N 
At the C 
that "the An 
challenged tl 
government, 
White Hous 
40-member 
Conference < 




Bettye Caldwell 




N AC member 
Leon Cook reports 
to Task Force. 



Advisory Committee 



\ the full National Advisory Committee was appointed 
the first time. This broad-based and diverse group of 21 
vomen from all across the country ranges in age from 18 
bring expertise in economics, health, law, education, 
tvelfare and family policy, as well as leadership in reli- 
?ss, labor, social service and community organizations. 
fAC members, see tide page). 

Committee's first meeting. President Carter pointed out 
lerican family is under unprecedented pressure," and 
he Committee "to see what we can do, not simply as a 
, but as a nation, to strengthen American families." At a 
e reception on July 20, the President called on the 
National Advisory Committee to the White House 
on Families to "reach out, not only to scholars and to 

NAd members Barbara Smith 
and Bishop Frank Stafford, 













I 








NAC members Olga Madar 
and y. C. Tumen 



NAC members Harry HoUis 
and Hirsch L Silverman. 




Listening to testimony at Washington, B.C. 
hearings in November are NAC members (l-r): 
Mary Cline Detrick; Dr. Michael Karl; 
Harriette Pipes McAdoo; Hirsch L. Silverman; 
Wilhelmina Rolark (B.C. City Council 
member); Coretta Scott King; Eleanor C 
Smeal;J. C Turner; Manuel Diaz; Rashey 
Moten; and Charlotte Holstein, 
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N AC member 
Jean CahiU, 




Themes 



Families: Foundation 
of Society 

Family Strengths and Supports 

Families are the oldest, most 
fundamental human institution. Families 
serve as a source of strength and support 
for their members and our society. 

Diversity of Families 

American families are pluralistic in 
nature. Our discussion of issues will 
reflect an understanding and respect of 
cultural, ethnic and regional differences 
as well as differences in structure and 
lifestyles. 

The Changing Realities of Family Life 

American society is dynamic, constantly 
changing. The roles and structure of 
families and individual family members 
are growing, adapting and evolving in 
new and different ways. 

The Impact of Public and Private 
Institutional Policies on Families 

The policies of government and major 
private institutions have profound effects 
on families. Increased sensitivity to the 
needs of families is required, as well as 
on-going action and research on the 
specific nature of the impact of public 
and private institutional policies. 

The Impact of Discrimination 

Many families are exposed to 
discrimination. This affects individual 
family members as well as the family unit 
as a whole. 

Families with Special Needs 

Certain families have special needs and 
these needs often produce unique 
strengths. The needs of families with 
handicapped members, single-parent 
families, elderly families and many other 
families with special needs will be 
addressed during the Conference. * 



and Manuel Diaz, Jr. 
sident Walter Mondale. 
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WHCF: A Year of Action 



SEPTEMBER 1979 
S M T W T F S 
1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
16 17 IB 19 20 21 22 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 
30 



September, 1979 

9/7 NAC adopts guidelines for stale 
activities, including delegate selection 
and issue development activities. 

9/ II More than 250 leaders of national 
organizations are briefed on participation 
in WHCF. Guide for National Organizations 
is distributed. (More than 12.000 were 
ultimately distributed.) 

9I13 State coordinators meet in 
Washington to review manual for state 
participation and share plans. 

9/27 State coordinators meet in Kansas 
City, Kansas, to review state guidelines. 

gl 28-29 First national hearings are held 
in Kansas City YWCA and Bethel 
College in Lindsborg, Kansas. More than 
250 witnesses testify on problems and 
opportunities for American families. 
Major concerns include government 
insensitivity, parent<hild relationships, 
and family life education. 



OCTOBER 1979 

S M T W t F S 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

14 15 16 17 18 1920 

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 
28 29 30 31 



October, 1979 

10/12-13 Hearings in Nashville and 
Memphis, Tennessee, draw more than 
500. Leading topics include family 
structures, economics, adoption, foster 
care and other special challenges. 

/0//5 President Carter issues directive 
to all federal departments establishing 
Interagency Task Force for the WHCF 
and announced permanent Office of 
Families to insure follow-up on 
Conference recommendations. 

10/26-27 More than 240 persons testify 
at Denver hearings held in a public 
library, museum, state capitol and inner- 
city high school. Government 
insensitivity. housing, child care, welfare 
and family crises are prime concerns. 



NOVEMBER 1979 


S 


M T W T F S 




1 2 3 


4 


5 6 7 8 9 10 


11 


12 13 14 15 16 17 


18 


19 20 21 22 23 24 


25 26 27 28 29 30 



November, 1979 

ii/iyi6 More than 275 persons testify 
in Hartford and Stamford, Connecticut. 
Government insensitivity, family life 
education, economics, family violence, 
health care and child care top concerns. 
HUD Secretary Moon Landrieu keynotes 
hearings. 

11/29 "Celebration of Families" draws 
hundreds of families to Smithsonian Arts 
and Industries Building for an evening 
of fun and celebration on eve of 
Washington, D.C. hearings. 

11/30 HEW Secretary Patricia Harris 
opens Washington, D.C. hearings on 
Capitol Hill. More than 20 members of 
Congress testif y, as well as over 100 other 
witnesses. Corporate Task Force of 30 
companies meets in November to ensure 
business input to WHCF 

State Activities in November 

• California Hearings 

• Illi nois Hearings 

• Missouri Hearings 

• South Dakota Conference 

• Virginia Conference 



*Tutu:h and Judy*' greet Amy Carter at 
Celebration for Families which drew hundreds 
to Smithsonian Institution in November 1979. 
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DECEMBER 1979 
S M T W T F S 
1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
16 17 18 19 20 21 22 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 
30 31 

December, 1979 

t2lt Washington, D.C. hearings 
conclude at District Building. More than 
300 persons testify, sharing concerns on 
government insensitivity, economics, 
child care, and religious cults, among 
other issues. 

121^-8 Hearings in Detroit and Oak 
Park, Michigan, draw nearly 400 
witnesses discussing unemployment, 
divorce, family violence and government 
influence on families. 

More than 15 WHCF briefings for 
national organizations are held in 
November and December. 

State Activities in December 

• California Hearings 

• Illinois Hearing 

• Missouri Hearings 

• Oklahoma State Conference 

• Oregon Hearings 



JANUARY 1980 

5 M T W T F S 

1 2 3 4 5 

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
13 14 15 16 17 18 19 
20 21 22 23 24 25 26 
27 28 29 30 31 



January, 1980 

r/5 More than 200 people testify at final 
hearings in Seattle, Washington. Weather 
forces cancellation of Yakima hearings. 
Top issues include single parents, 
economics, family planning, education, 
child care and cults. 

1I21 Committee begins work on 
Research Forum. 

State Activities in January 

• Georgia Hearings (2) 

• Guam Village Conference (19) 

• Minnesota Regional Conferences (7) 

• Missouri Hearings (3) 

• New York Regional Conferences (3) 

• North Carolina Issues Ballot 

• Ohio County Conferences (88) 

• Puerto Rico Regional Forums (4) 

• Utah County Hearings (29) 

• Vermont County Meetings (14) 

1/2^-24 NAC approves criteria for 
selecting at-large delegates, reviews 
format for White House Conferences 
and works on background papers. 

Families Today^ a two-volume study of 
mental health issues, is published by the 
National Institute of Mental Health. 



WHCF Process: 
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FEBRUARY 1980 
S M T W T F S 

1 2 

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
10 11 12 13 14 15 16 
17 18 19 20 21 22 23 
24 25 26 27 28 29 



February, 1980 

2/25 WHCF Chairperson Jim Guy 
Tucker conducts briefing for members of 
Congress and their staffs. Tucker 
addresses National Governors 
Conference. 

Census Bureau publishes WHCF 
Chartbook on American Families. 

State Activities in February 

• Alaska Hearings (5) 

• Arizona Workshops (2) 

• Colorado Conference 

• Delaware Regional Conferences (3) 

• Guam District Conference (4) 

• Hawaii Hearings (5) 

• Iowa Hearings (7) 

• Kansas Conference 

• Kentucky Conference 

• Maine Regional Forum (1) 

• Maryland Regional Conferences (5) 

• Mississippi Regional Meetings (10) 

• Montana Issues Seminars 

• Nebraska Family Forums (6) 

• New Mexico County Forums (32) 

• New Hampshire Regional Forums (4) 

• New York Regional Conferences (2) 

• North Dakota Regional Workshops 

• Oregon Conference 

• Pennsylvania Regional Conferences (4) 

• South Carolina County Conferences 
(44) 

• Tennessee State Conference 

• Texas Hearings (2) 

• Utah County Hearings 

• Vermont County Meetings (14) 

• Wyoming Conference 
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MARCH 1980 
5 W T W T F S' 
1 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
16 17 18 19 20 21 22 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 
30 31 I 

March, 1980 

133 national organizations submit issue 
priority forms. 

Corporate Task Force commissions 
report on Families and Workplace. 

SUte Activities in March 

• Alaska Conference 

• Arizona Workshops (4) 

• Arkansas Conference 

• Connecticut Conference 

• District of Columbia Conference 

• Guam Conference 

• Georgia Conference 

• Hawaii Hearings (5) 

• Idaho Issue Survey 

• Illinois Conference 

• Iowa Conference 

• Louisiana District Conference (8) 

• Maine Regional Forums (4) 

• Maryland Regional Conference (5) 

• Massachusetts Regional Hearings and 

Conference (6) 

• Mississippi State Conference 

• Montana Issues Seminars 

• Nebraska State Conference 

• Nevada Hearings (4) 

• New Hampshire Conference 

• New Jersey Regional Hearings (4) 

• New Mexico District Hearings (7) 

• Ohio State Conference 

• Puerto Rico Conference 

• South Carolina County Conference 

• Tennessee State Conference 

• Texas Hearings (3) 

• Utah State Conference 

• Vermont Conference 

• Washington Regional Conference (6) 

• West Virginia State Conference 
» Wisconsin Conference 



APRIL 1980 

5 M T W T F S 

1 2 3 4 5 

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
13 14 15 16 17 18 19 
20 21 22 23 24 25 26 
27 28 29 30 



AprU, 1980 

4/11 At National Press Club, Tucker 
releases analysis of national hearings, 
indicating government insensitivity. 

4111- i2 National Research Forum on 
Family Issues draws more than 500 
persons to Capitol Hill to hear eminent 
scholars and dialogue between researchers 
and others on families. Economic 
pressures, support for specific families and 
child care top list of concerns of more than 
2000 witnesses. 

4112- is NAC meets and approves 
format for the three White House 
Conferences. 

4I14 Corporate Task Force meets for 
third time to explore issues affecting 
families and business participation in 
WHCE 

State Activities in April 

• Delaware Conference 

• Michigan Conference 

• North Dakota Conference 

• Rhode Island Regional Meetings and 
State Hearings (5) 

• Florida Issue Survey and Delegate 
Selection 



MAY 1980 
S W T W T F S 
1 2 3 
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
II 12 13 14 15 16 17 
18 19 20 21 22 23 24 
25 26 27 28 29 30 31 



May, 1980 

Four delegate workbooks on Economic 
Well-Being. Challenges and 
Responsibilities, Human Needs and 
Major Institutions are sent to delegates. 

Hearings Analysis of 10,000 pages of 
WHCF hearing transcripts is sent 10 
delegates. 

State issue reports are sent to delegates. 
At-large delegates named. 
State Activities in May 

• Maine State Conference 

• New Mexico State Conference 
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JUNE 1980 



S-M T W T F S 



3 4 5 8 7 
10 11 12 13 14 

21 



IS IB 17 18 19 20 
22 23 24 25 28 27 28 
29 30 



:Juiie»1980 

: 61^ George Gallup, Jr. and Jim Guy 
Tucker release results of comprehensive 
Gallup Survey "American Families — 
1980.- 

6/5-7 President Carter opens first White 
House Conference in Baltimore. More 
than 700 delegates from eastern states 
. discuss and adopt 57 recommendations. 
Strongest support shown for combatting 
drug and alcohol abuse, encouraging 
home care of elderly, changes in 
personnel policies and elimination of ;hc 
marriage tax. 

61 1^21 More than 600 delegates adopt 
50 recommendations at second White 
House Conference in Minneapolis. They 
hear from Presidential Assistant Anne 
Wcxler, actor Ozzie Davis and more than 
175 entertainers at cultural event. Top 
issue is government impact on families, 
followed by concerns for social Justice, 
drug and alcohol abuse, and sex and , 
^violence on television. ^ 



JULY 1980 


S M T W T F 
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July, 1980 

j/io-12 At ihkd While House 
Conference, held in Los Angeles, 
delegates from western states adopt 56 
recommendations, with strongest voles 
on partnership between parents^and 
schools, supports for handicapped 
persons and family impact analysis. 
Speakers include HHS Secretary Patricia 
Roberts Harris, author Alex Haley and 
actor Ed Asner. 

7/// HUD releases first comprehensive 
study of restrictive rental practices 
against families with children at WHCF 
in Los Angeles. More than 25% of rental 
units ban children, study says. 



AUGUST 1980 



S M T W T F S 



1 2 

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
10 11 12 13 14 15 16 
17 18 19 20 21 22 23 
24 25 26 27 28 29 30 

3r 



August, 1980 

5/5 Implementation begins. WHCF 
director testifies before Senate Finance 
Committee on marriage lax penalty. 

8/19 WHCF Chair Jim Guy Tucker ' 
testifies before House Ways and Means 
Committee on marriage tax and other lax 
recommendations. 

1 17 member National Task 
Force develops and approves summaries 
of WHCF recommendations. They 
propose a variety of specific 
implementation strategies at state and 
national level. Vice President Mondale 
jCongralulates WHCF on its achievements 
and expresses Administration's 
commitment to follow through on 
recommendations. Stuart Eizenstat, 
President's domestic policy advisor says 
*lhe WHCF is already affecting policy 
decisions. 

8l2j NAC meets to plan 
implementation efforts. 

8I28 President Carter proposes tax 
deduction to minimize Marriage Tax 
Penally as part of economic reviializaiion 
package. 



^1 



In start-up of implementation process^ WHCF 
Director John L Carr testifies an the "marriage 
tax"* before Senate Finance Committee, 
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Children 
babbled^ played under 
chairs ana made yogurt 
messes at yesterday's 
regional hearing of the 

White House 
Conference on Families^ 
as adults around them 
testified earnestly about 
the Issues facing 
American families. 



When the National Advisory Committee of the White 
House Conference on Families gathered for the first 
time, the Committee had to make a major decision 
about the direction of the Conference. They could 
function as a task force, developing a sophisticated definition and 
analysis of the problems facing American families and begin laying 
out potential solutions for discussion in the states. Or they could 
open up the process and seek opportunities to hear families articu- 
late their own strengths and needs. They chose to begin this process 
by listening to families themselves. 

Exhilarating and Exhausting 

The seven national hearings of the WHCF were exhilarating, 
exhausting, stimulating and moving. More than 2,000 Americans 
voiced their concerns, fears, passions and hopes for families. The 
quantity and quality of testimony far surpassed expectations. 

The huge outpouring of concerns and recommendations both 
overwhelmed and challenged the WHCE We heard from two mem- 
bers of the President's Cabinet, more than 25 members of Congress, 
eminent scholars, and leaders of national organizations. Most impor- 
tandy, we heard from hundreds upon hundreds of ordinary family 
members — mothers, fathers, and children; defenders of traditional 
values and advocates of alternative lifestyles; affluent suburban 
couples and inner-city mothers on public assistance; as well as 
business, labor and community leaders. We heard from the unem- 
ployed, victims of family violence, participants in marriage enrich- 
ment and self-help groups. We experienced the incredible richness, 
diversity and strength of American families. We saw the human faces 
and emotions that give life to the statistical charts and philosophical 
abstractions which frequendy dominate discussion of family issues. 

2000 Stories 

Their message was enormously positive. Americans from every walk 
of life, of all races, of every political and philosophical persuasion 
demonstrated a deep faith in families as the bedrock, the starting 
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|i point for surviving in an increasingly complex society. 
|# Pebple froni all walks of life told stories of triumph over 
^:adversit% of despair and traged); of coping with relendess emotional 
t; and financial demands, and they talked in language that was fre- 
; 'quently poignant and moving. In Detroit, a young woman told a 
\1 hushed audience that "My husband and I have been separated for 
Ipver a year and I am trying to support our son* . . It seemed like 
i eveiything was wrong and everything was happening to me. A 
I : friend encouraged me to go to the SRS office for help. I thought I 
^ was going to get turned down but I didn't. They gave me food stamps 
which have been a tremendous help to me and my son. . .Today, I am 
feeling better about myself. Life may work out after all for me and 
] my son!" 

Many witnesses told of how their families were making it, but, in 
Hartford, a young priest from the Boston area told of a working man 
caught by the "system." After losing his wife to cancer, he found that 
his modest annual salary of $15,000 made him ineligible for sub-t 
sidized day care for his four children. When the pressure turned him 
to alcohol, the state took away his children and placed them in foster 
homes. The cost to the family was tragedy; the cost to the state was 
$45,000. 

At the hearings in Oak Park, Michigan, the mother of two young 
children described the horror of spouse abuse, the daily dread of the 
of the unexpected flare-up and inevitable beating by an unhappy 
husband. In Denver, a Hispanic teenager graphically depicted the 
impact of her father's unemployment on her family's life. A black 
father told the Nashville panel how difficult it was to convince his son 
of the virtue of work when he himself had been unable to find a job 

; for more than a year. Deserted by her . husband, a middle-aged 
woman from the Seatde area told how she had struggled and 

^ succeeded in raising five children with welfare assistance. 

Presented in high school assembly halls and public library 
auditoriums, the testimony was rich and varied, yet contained a 
common thread that impressed NAC members and the WHCF stafiF. 
It was clear to all that in the face of seemingly insuperable challenges 
and difficulties, Americans continue to have a deep and abiding 
belief in the value of families. 



I think the 
hearings of this 
conunission is one of 
the most positive things 
that weVe seen coming 
fix>m govermnent in a 

long time. You're 
willing to listen to us 
because of who we are. 

Frank Peak* Kansas Hearititr 



More than 2000 family members testified at 
WHCF hearings. 
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Kansas City, Kansas 
Linsborg, Kansas 

Nashville, Tennessee 
Memphis, Tennessee 

Denver, Colorado 

Hartford, Connecticut 
Stamford, Connecticut 

U.S. Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 
District Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Detroit, Michigan 
Oak Park, Michigan 

Seattle, Washington 



September 28 
September 29 

October 12 
October 15 

October 26-27 

November 16 
November 17 

November 50 

December 1 

December 7 
December 8 
January 11 




Representaiives Clement J. Zablocki and 
William M, Brodhead, chairman and ranking 
member of the House Foreign Relations 
Committee, respectively, testify on their 
investigation of the Jonestown tragedy and the 
negative impact of **cults" on families. 



Formca 

Between the end of September and early January, 35 members of the 
NAC conducted 13 days of hearings in 1 1 communities in 6 states and 
the District of Columbia. 

Hearing Locations and Dates 

There are two kinds of testimony: preregistered witnesses who 
were placed on panels of six and were limited to five minutes; and 
"speak out" participants who were heard on a "first-come, first- 
heard" basis for three minutes. The tremendous response to the 
hearings required that three to five simultaneous hearings be con- 
ducted at each site for more than 20 hours over two days. More than 
400 witnesses were heard in Michigan alone. 

In addition, NAC members who conducted the hearings also 
made site visits to innovative programs and groups serving families. 
NAC members and WHCF staflF visited an inner-city health care 
center, a public school for handicapped children, a cooperative 
child-care center, a shelter for abused spouses, a home for runaway 
youth and a senior citizens center, among others. 

More than 4,000 people attended the hearings and half of that 
group were witnesses. The entire process was recorded and trans- 
cribed, yielding more than 10,000 pages of testimony. 

Cults 

While not a focus of discussion at the state level, the subject of cults 
and their influence on families emerged as a major issue during the 
national hearings. The Chairman and Ranking Member of the 
House Foreign Relations Committee, Representative Clement Zab- 
locki and Representative William Broomfield, who conducted hear- 
ings on the Jonestown tragedy, testified on the issue, as did dozens of 
other citizens, many of whom had experienced family disruption. As 
a result of the hearings and numerous inquiries, some 50 Con- 
gressmen have written to the WHCF relaying their constituents' 
concerns. Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker will be working with appro- 
priate governmental agencies and private groups to explore how 
these activities hurt families and what legal and constitutional reme- 
dies are available to families and society. 

In general, hearing testimony served several purposes. It was a 
sounding board; it pinpointed issues for all the delegates to consider; 
and it humanized those issues through direct and personal 
statements. It is worth noting that the concerns expressed at the 
hearings (the top 25 are listed below) were very similar to the final 
recommendations approved at all three Conferences. 
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i ; Using the data from each of the seven hearings developed by the 
li National Institute for Advanced Studies, the following listing pres- 

ents the major concerns of the individuals who participated in the 
vWHCF heari^^ topics have been grouped together for 

reasons of clarity. In the first fifteen concerns, a limited breakdown of 

the major issues within each topic is included. 

Rank/ Concern/ Frequency Rank/ Concern/ Frequency 



1. StntMyttyofeovtmnMnt 299 

• sensitivity to families (2 14) 

• sensitivity to racial/ethnlc/reiigious 
differences (49) 

• accessibility and accountability (21) 

• approoriateroieofOQvemment 

• specific policies which hurt, help or 
ignore famiiles 

• famlty impact anaiysis 

2. Economic Pressures 204 

• inflation and poverty (138) 

• unemployment (66) 

3. Support for Specific Famnies 193 

• trodltionaifQmiiies(77) 

• single-parent families (58) 

• extended families (19) 

• ottMrs ar general (39) 

4. ChBd Core 184 

• avaiiabllityaf .quality child core (137) 

• cost (23) 

• role of family neighborhood, community 
groups, churches, and government 

5. Educofk)n 171 

• quality and avoiiability (68} 

• home/school relations (54) 

• moral concems (26) 

• responsiveness to diverse needs (23) 

6. Heolth 161 

• avQllabliity cost and quality (63) 

• preventive health core (41) 

• maternal and infant core (30) 

• mental heoith (24) 

7. Wbrk and Famines 149 

• flexible employment practices (43) 

• discrimination in work (40} 

• increased participation ^36) 

• business and families (24) 

• counseling on the Job (8) 

8. Family Life Educotton 147 

• preparation for parenting (87) 

• preparation for marriage (26) 

• sex education (22) 

• ottier or general (13) 

9. ChHdren and Parents 130 
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• supports for parents and children (39) 

• general (39) 

10. Community Instttutlons 

• religious Institutions (80) 

• self-help groups and others (47) 



11. Family Violence 124 

• child abuse 

• spouse abuse 

• abuse of the elderly 

12. Family Plonning 123 

• concem about abortion (88) 

• other family planning issues (30) 

13. Hnonclol Assistance to Families 121 

• welfare and welfare reform (75) 

• Social Securi^ (12) 

• food stomps (5) 

• other (29) 

14. Housing 82 

• cost and quality (45) 

• discrimination 

• neighborhood factors 

15. RHedla 70 

• impact of television and radio (30) 

• suppott for family values 

• presentotfon of family lite, minorities, 
women, housewives, etc. 

16. Divorce and Separation 50 

17. Low 48 
ia Alcohol ondDnig Abuse 47 

19. IbxPollcy 46 

20. Families and Aging 44 

21. Fdmliles and iiandlcapping Conditions 39 

22. Adoption and Foster Care 35 

23. Soclol Services 30 

24. IMarrloge 25 

25. IMIittary Families 20 

A full and detailed analysis of the hearings, prepared 
by the National Institute for Advanced Studies, is 
available from the WHOP and the Government Printing 
Office. 
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It is 

alarming that many 
parents are frankly 
aomitting so eariy in a 

child's life that the 
natural, intense spark 
of creativity andjoy 

they see in their 
youngsters will be 
snuflfed out by an 
unsympathetic school 
system. 

Thomas Beuscher, Deiroil Hearing 
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Date Place Witnesses Parricipants States Ibp Concerns 



Site Visits 



Denver CO 
Denmco 




^'^.>r^^'-i^^^^Ll 



Family Structures 
Family Crises 
(Family Violence) 

Foster Care, Single Parents 
Inflation, Poverty, 
Inadequate Income 

Financial Assistance 
OAfetfare, Social Security) 




•viHor^Bo^ 



Child Care 

Family Crises 
(Family Violence) 

Govemmentlnsensltivity 

Housing 

Inflation, Poverty, 
Inadequate Income 

FirKincial Assistance 



mm 



Hartford, CT 
Stamford, CT 



466 



Financial Assistance 
(Welfare Refbmi) 

Family Structures 

Family Crises 
(Family Violence) 

Govemment Insensitlvity 

Family Ufe Education 



• Neigtibbrhobd HMllh^ 




CapirolHIH 
Washington, O.C. 



762 



28 Govemment Insensitlvity 

Family Crises 
(Family Violence) 

Religious Cults 
Child Core 

r Inflation, Poverty 

Inadequate Income 



• ftmdwy^Cerrt^^ 

• Wrert-Clilldran Program 

• Shelterfbf Abused a^^ 
Honieless Women 
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itaite Place V^tnesses Participants States Ibp Concerns Site Visits 



1 



D«tlOtt,MI 
OokPoiKMI 



wm 




769 



■ 1 r^:! ' 



Family Crises (Divorce, 
Adolescent Pregnancy) 

Government Insensltivlty 

Employment/ 
Unemployment 

Community & Religious 
Organizations 

Children and Parents 



Seollto.WA 



ill 



420 



:11 



Govemment insensltivity 

Religious Cults 

Family Crises 
(Family Violence) 

Single Parents 

Child Core 



• Seollfe Community 
ObllegePdrent Co-op 
Program 



IbtQiS 



4112 



0 
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Charged with the crucial task of selecting delegates and issues 
for the White House Conferences, the states conducted 
more than 500 events involving more than 125,000 Ameri- 
cans. Hearings, forums, regional and statewide confer- 
ences brought together politicial leaders, members of the business, 
labor, and religious communities; representatives from organi- 
zations; and thousands of ordinary citizens to discuss the strengths 
and needs of their own families. 

The success of these ejeforts, which remarkably were conducted 
without a dime of federal funding, was a direct result of strong 
support by the governors and the extraordinary commitment and 
hard work of state coordinators. In five months of intense activity, the 
states chose 1700 Conference delegates and submitted some 5,000 
recommendations. These recommendations formed the foundation 
for the final proposals that came from the three White House 
Conferences. 

State Coordinators 

The process began in May, 1979, when President Carter wrote each 
governor asking his or her help in convening a White House 
Conference on Families. Nearly all governors quickly appointed a 
state coordinator who took on the responsiblity for coordinating 
Conference activities within the state. At its first meeting in July, 
1979, the National Advisory Committee recommended that each 
state create an advisory committee to assist with developing state 
activities, including a pi;ocess for delegate selection, a method for 
identifying key family issues, and an outreach strategy 

During September, 1979, State Coordinators and WHCF staff 
met in Washington, D.C. and Kansas City, Kansas to review state 
guidelines and share ideas for promoting state participation in 
WHCF. They reviewed a 200-page technical assistance manual 
containing detailed WHCF guidelines and suggestions. 
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|C|rh need for broad citizen participation 

|j i wiA;^^^ on low-income, minority and ordinary family 

mem had considerable latitude in planning and schedul- 

pling^activities, and were urged to draw on. the creativity and initiative 
a : of th^^ own states in developing and carrying out delegate selection 
1^ : and issue identification activities* 

The response was extraordinary. Forty-eight of the fifty states 

; conducted WHCF activities. Only Alabama and Indiana did not 
; formally participate. Many went beyond WHCF requirements and 
i developed innovative processes of listening and deciding on issues 
: and delegates: 

• 24 states held both regional hearings or forums and a statewide 
conference; 

• 14 states held a series of regional conferences or hearings; 
10 states held statewide conferences; 

• 3 states used unique random selection processes with media and 
issue development efiForts; 

• 3 territories selected delegations. 

More than 5,000 South Carolinians participated in 46 individual 
county conferences to identify ten topics of uppermost concern to 
their families. Connecticut developed a base for its statewide confer- 
ence by organizing a consortium of 450 private grpups whose five 
topic task forces held bi-monthly meetings and issue workshops. 
Delaware used a combination of strategies, including 600 one-on- 
one surveys, to help individual task forces develop recommenda- 
: tions. 

Wisconsin extended representation to younger citizens with a 
; "Kiddie Caucus** where five to fifteen year-olds expressed their views 
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We're doing 
this on fl shoestrincf 
budget. WeVe had 
husbands and Idds 
stuflBi^ envelopes, and 
someDody's daughter 
did a lot of typing for 
us. A friend or another 
committee member 
located a supply of 
paper in a dumpster, 
and it is being used 
willin^y. But that is the 
neat thing about tliis, 
Ws a grass-roots Idnd 
of thing. 

Donna Behrendt, 
Colorado Coordinator 
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ronservadves say they 

intend to renmin 
assertive. Mrs. Itotde 
Ellis of NashvUle, the 
national idee president 
of the Ea^e Fonun^ 
said in an interview: 
not sure hoiv we 
win do it^but I intend 
for the pro-family 
forces to win in 
Tennessee. And if we 

can't get the 
representatives for the 
Minneapolis meeting, 
then simply going 
to put out press rdeases 
saying we were 
closed out.' 

Niw York Times 

99 



on families at the state conference in Madison. Texas developed an 
innovative random selection process by publishing bilingual self- 
nomination forms in all major state newspapers. To insure confiden- 
tiality, the Texas National flank served as repository' for the forms 
and monitored the drawing of five names from each of five regions 
across the state. 

Delegiate Selection 

At its second meeting in September, the NAC adopted guidelines for 
state activities and delegate selection. These rules remained in force 
throughout the Conference and were compiled within every state 
sending a delegation to the Conference. They also established a 
formula for allocating the 2,000 delegates based on population. 
Under this formula, each state was allotted three times the total 
number of Senators and Representatives in the U.S. Congress. For 
example, Maryland has two senators and eight representatives and 
thus was entided to 30 delegates. These delegates were to be selected 
by a process which included peer selection (e.g., election or open 
random selection) and gubernatorial appointment with a minimum 
of 30% by each method. The selection of the remaining 40% was left 
to the states, as long as other WHCF guidelines were followed. These 
included non-discrimination and affirmative action requirements, as 
well as a provision that a majority of delegates from any state could 
not be professionals in areas of family programs or services. 

While the specifics of delegate selection varied, the most fre- 
quendy used plan involved a three-part selection process, with a 
third of the delegates eleaed, a third selected by the state planning 
committee, and a final third appointed by the Governor. Twenty- 
three states chose this approach. Nine states used a two-part process, 
dividing the delegate selection almost equally between election and 
appointment. Nine states used elective, or in a few cases, random 
selection processes for two-thirds of the delegates, with one-third of 
the delegations reserved for gubernatorial appointments. In the 
remaining states, at least one-third were elected, and the rest divided 
between a state planning entity, the governor and, in one case, the 
legislature. Among the territories, Guam held island-wide activities, 
including delegate elections. Because of time and financial con- 
straints, the other territories relied on appointment by the gov- 
ernors. Individual state activity summaries are presented on the 
following pages. 

No statistical summary of the state activities can do justice to the 
long hours, hard work and intense debate and voting which made 
them happen. With no federal resources and only a few months, the 
governors and state coordinators gave a unique forum to thousands 
of families. Their decisions on delegates and issues laid the founda- 
tion for the three White House Conferences which followed. 
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w^iite: Summaries 




I he capsule reports on the following pages highlight the 
' intensity and broad range of activities at the state level that 
helped make the Conference a forum of national opinion 
and concern. The summaries can only hint at the remarka- 
ble cooperation and commitment of governors who, regardless of 
party or ideology, gave their crucial support; the dedication and 
incredible hard work of the state coordinators in organizing forums 
and workshops across'their states; and the commitment of the more 
than 125,000 Americans who participated at the state level — all 
without federal financial support. 

Nlany states produced their own reports which can be obtained 
by contacting the appropriate state coordinator. Three-fourths of the 
states have already begun their own implementation periods that 
promise significant change in policies and programs at the state level. 



Atabdma 

; 27 Delegates 

; Governor: Fob James, Jr. 

. Governor Fob James appointed a state 
coordinator for the WHCF late in 1979, 
but there was little movement toward 
planning of state activities. In February, 
1980, Mrs. Fob James wrote the WHCF 
: Stating that she and the Governor had 
agreed that participation in the WHCF 
,; would not be in the best interests of th 
.,1! state of Alabama. Although no delegatlol 
j J from Alabama attended the WHCF in 
r Minneapolis, several individuals from Al- 
' ? abama sought and received appointments 
\^ ;ZS delegates-at-large. 

f^; Alaska 

BrDelegates 

• Governor: J^y S. Hammond 
! Coordinator: Susan Sullivan 
: Predecessor: Karen Cory 

The Governor*s office provided the impe- 
tus and direction for the state's WHCF 
activities. These consisted of five regional 
hearings conducted February 18-22, in 
; . Ketchikan, Juneau, Anchorage, Fair- 
; banks* and Nome. The statewide confer- 
r cnce took place in Anchorage in late 
; March with more than SOO persons partic- 
ipating. The reports and testimony sub- 



mitted from these five state events helped 
to frame the issues of principal concerns to 
Alaska's families. The final issues report 
was developed by the delegates to the 
statewide conference. Selection of dele- 
gates came through a two-part process: six 
were elected at the statewide conference, 
and three were appointed by Governor 
Hammond. 

American Samoa 

5 Delegates 

Governor: Peter T. Coleman 
Coordinator: High Chief 
Unutoa S. Liutai 

American Samoa's activities were carried 
on largely through the representation of 
Chief Unutoa at the state coordinators* 
briefing in Kansas, his testimony at the 
Denver hearings, and his participation in 
the WHCF in Los Angeles, Chief Unutoa 
and four other appointed delegates at- 
tended the Los Angeles Conference. 



Rosafytm Carter greets delegates at Kansas 
Conference on Families. 
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Ariscona 

iSJOteU^dtes 

Governor: Bruce Babbitt 
Coordinator: Ronald Barber 
Predecessor: Carol Kamin 

The Governor's Council on Children, 
. Youth, and. Families established a steering 
committee which conducted six regional 
workshops involving 2,000 people. The 
workshops took place in the Gila River 
Reservation, Phoenix, Nogales, Tucson, 
Yuma, and Flagstaff between February 27 
and March 15, 1980. The issues identified 
by the state came from testimony at the 
workshops, responses from mailed ques- 
tionnaires, and a random telephone sur- 
vey. Stcte delegates and the steering com- 
mittee analyzed these materials and pre- 
pared the official state issues report. One 
delegate was elected at each of the regional 
workshops, six were selected by the steer- 
ing committee, and the final six were ap- 
pointed by Governor Babbitt. 

Arkansits 

18 Delegates 

Gk>vemor: Bill Clinton 
Coordinator: Don Crary 

The 30-member state committee, formed 
in late 1979 at the direction of Governor 
Clinton, developed plans for the statewide 
Governor's Conference on Families held 
in March, 1980, and attended by nearly 
1,500 persons. Workshops closely parallel- 
ing the WHCF topic areas focused on edu- 
cation, health, children and parents, 
families and the workplace, family crisis, 
law, housing, child care, government, and 
the needs of the elderly. Twelve of the 
Arkansas delegates were elected at the 
state meeting, and Governor Clinton ap- 
pointed the remaining six. 

CaUfomia 

135 Delegates 

Governor: Edmund G. Brown 
Coordinator: Laura Yanes 
Predecessor: Alex Velasquez 

Leadership of the California WHCF ac- 
tivities came from the Office of the Secre- 
tary of Health and Welfare. A 15-member 



task force, serving as the planning body for 
the state's activities, scheduled twelve re- 
gional hearings in the fall of 1979. In addi- 
tion, some counties, including Los Angeles 
and San Diego, organized seminars and 
submitted additional issues materials to 
the sute Usk force. Over 2,000 persons 
attended these county and regional meet- 
ings. Based on testimony from the hear- 
ings, materials from the counties, and 
questionnaires developed by the State 
House Conference on Children and 
Youth, the report was developed. Because 
of the size of the state and its dispersed 
population, delegate selection became a 
four part process; 30 percent of the dele- 
gates were randomly selected, 30 percent 
appointed by the legislature, 30 percent 
appointed by Governor Brown, and 10 
percent selected by the state Usk force. A 
follow-up State House Conference on 
Families is scheduled for October, 1980. 

Colorado 

21 Delegates 

Governor: Richard D. Lamm 
Coordinators: 

Dorothy Martin, Ph.D. 
Donna Behrendt 

The Cooperative Extension Service of 
Colorado State University and the Gov- 
ernor's Commission on Children and 
Families provided the early direction and 
guidance for Colorado's efforts. The 
statewide conference held in Denver on 
February 29 and March 1, 1980. selected 
nine delegates and identified majorissvies. 
Outreach included newspaper articles, 
press releases, newsletter notification by 
civic, religious, and community groups, 
and flyers mailed by the telephone com- 
pany in its monthly billing. Over 1,700 
individuals participated in the statewide 
conference. A three-part process was used 
to select delegates. Nine delegates were 
elected at the state conference, seven dele- 
gates were appointed by Governor Lamm, 
and five delegates were selected by the 
state planning committee. The Commis- 
sion on Children and Families has as- 
signed high priority to the WHCF recom- 
mendations and will actively pursue their 
implementation in the coming months. 
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Connecticut 

24 Delegates 

Governor: Ella Grasso 
Coordinator: Laura Lee Simon 

In late 1977, a 450-member consortium of 
private non-profit groups, working closely 
with the Governor's office and state agen- 
cies, began planning Connecticut's WHCF 
events. The consortium convened state- 
wide conferences in December, 1978, and 
November, 1979, held bi-monthly meet- 
ings of its five topic task forces, and devel- 
oped the state issues report from these 
workshops and di.scussions. Seven dele- 
gates were elected at a statewide delegate 
convention held in March, 1980. Ten dele- 
gates were selected by the state planning 
committee and seven delegates were ap- 
pointed by the governor. Approximately 
2000 people participated in Connecticut's 
ambitious efforts; As part of the follow-up 
strategy, the state planningcommittee and 
state delegation have begun meeting. In 
the fall, the full consortium will consider 
possible advocacy projects related to the 
state issuesand WHCF recommendations. 

Delaware 

9 Delegates 

Governor: Pierre S. DuPont IV 
Coordinator: Patricia Nelson 

The Cooperative Extension Service, work- 
ing closely with the Delaware Humanities 
Forum, a 63-member state planning 
committee, and the University of Dela- 
ware had the lead in planning Delaware's 
WHCF activities. These included a Family 
Forum in April 1979, three county confer- 
ences in February and March, 1980, and a, 
statewide Governor's Conference in April, 
1980. Policy and program recommenda- 
tions were developed by task forces using 
the information collected from surveys, 
broadly disseminated questionnaires, and 
conference workshops. Five delegates 
were elected at county conferences, one 
was appointed by the state planningcom- 
mittee, and three were appointed by the 
Governor. During the spring and summer 
of 1980, the state delegation and planning 
committee met to draft guidelines for 
eleven implementation task forces. To 
date, approximately 2,000 people have 
participated in Delaware's activities. 
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Jim Guy Tucker addresses the Michigan 
Conference on Families. Tucker's personal 
involvement in state activities took him to more 
than ^estates in jgyg and igSo. 




)1Zbdegpies 

; Mayor: Marion Barry 
: C!oordinator: Karl Banks 

A 54-member planning commiliee, in 
■ cooperation with the Mayor's office, spon- 
. sored eight ward conferences in February, 
. 1980, and a district-wide conference on 
; February 29-March 1, 1£180. Using this 
" two-tiered format enabled participants to 

identify and discuss a range of issues from 
. ; which emerged specific policy and pro- 
; ' gram recommendations. Eight delegates, 

one from each ward, were elected at the 

District conference. Mayor Barry ap- 
; pointed the other four. The delegates have 
. begun a program of information dissemi- 

nation and have scheduled preliminary 
r joint ijfieetings with the planning commit- 
. ; tee to discuss strategies and follow-up 
I I projects, lb date, approximately 1,500 
1 ; people have participated in the District's 
•activities. 

SlDeleg/DLtes 

! Governor: Bob Graham 

I Coordinator: Peter O'Dormell 

* Florida has a history of active concern for 
: family issues. As a state senator, Goverribr 
; ; Graham co-chaired the Florida Task Force 
on Marriage and the Family Unit in 1975, 
and the work of this body was the founda- 
; , tion for Florida's WHCF activities. The 
' st^te coordinator led the planning. A 
statewide issue survey of some 350 persons 
was conducted by telephone on April 12, 
13. 16 and 17, 1980. Through extensive 



outreach activities including use of the 
press, some 1,000 citizens sent in self- 
nominations for the delegate positions. A 
random selection process conducted by 
the Florida League' of Women Voters, 
selected one delegate by random drawing 
from a pool of self-nominees within each 
of the 15 congressional districts. The Gov- 
ernor later appointed 36 delegates. The 
Florida delegates plan to assemble at the 
end of September, 1980, and will continue 
to meet over the following six months to 
determine the recommendations they will 
offer to state and local officials and the 
private sector. 

Geor^ 

36 Delegates 

Governor: George Busbee 
Coordinator: 

C. Randy Humphrey 

In late 1979, the state coordinator set in 
motion a comprehensive plan for Geor- 
gia's WHCF activities, mobilizing a 15- 
member state planning committee. Press 
packages were sent to every newspaper in 
the state; public service announcements 
were used on radio and television; and the 
state coordinator, a National Advisory 
Committee member, and others appeared 
on television talk shows. Regional hearings 
held in Gainesville on January 29, 1980, 
and in Macon on January 30, 1980, and a 
state conference held in Athens on March 
8, 1980, attracted more than 1,000 persons 
to hear testimony, debate issues, and vote 
on state recommendations. Eleven dele- 
gates were elected by the participants in 
the state conference. The governor ap- 
pointed 25 delegates. 



Guam 

5 Delegates 

Governor: Ricardo Bordallo 
Coordinator: Arthur Jackson 

A 19-member planning committee or- 
ganized an energetic program for WHCF 
participation which included 19 village 
meetings in January 1980, four district 
conferences in February, and an island- 
wide conference in March electing four 
delegates. One delegate was appointed by 
the Governor. Community and civic 
groups and governmental agencies as- 
sisted in publicizing the island's WHCF 
activities. And, despite the small popula- 
tion, over 600 people participated in all 
aspects of Guam's plan. 

:12 Delegates 

Governor: George R. Ariyoshi 
Coordinator: Ann Hoadley 

The Junior League of Hawaii and the 
University of Hawaii provided early lead- 
ership for the state's participation in the 
WHCF. An 18-member task force repre- 
senting Hawaii's five counties, assisted by 
statewide family-related organizations and 
interested citizens, planned the hearings 
and the method for delegate selection for a 
state conference held on March 1, 1978. 
Two years later, during February and 
March of 1980, hearings in Hawaii, Oahu, 
Maui, and Kauai permitted citizens to 
offer testimony updating the issues identi- 
fied at the earlier conference. Four dele- 
gates were elected by a ballot composed of 
self nominees mailed by the Governor to 
all the conference and hearings partici- 
pants. More than 1,000 persons partici- 
pated in the state's activities. Final WHCF 
recommendations will be shared with 
communities and local authorities at a 
series of meetings beginning in Septem- 
ber. 
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Idaho 

12 Delegates 

Governor: John V. Evans 
Coordinator: Ed Van Dusen 

Leadership for the stale's activities was 
provided by the Governor's office and the 
State Department of Health and Welfare. 
An issues questionnaire was mailed by the 
State's social service agencies to their serv- 
ice populations. In addition, civic, com- 
munity, business, labor, religious, and 
other organizations mailed questionnaires 
to their memberships. Questionnaire re- 
sponses were anaWzed by the Health and 
NVeifare Departmt::it and formed the basis 
for the state's issues report. A. special 
committee was created by Governor Evans 
for the purpose of randomly selecting four 
delegates from self-nominated citizens 
and preparing a list of candidates from 
which he selected the remaining eight del- 
egates. 

lUinois 

78 Delegates 

Governor: James Thompson 
Coordinator: Rod St. Clair 
Assistant: Ann Rohlen 

The 17-member executive coordinating 
committee began planning Illinois' state 
activities in 1979. A 35-member state advi- 
sory committee appointed by Governor 
Thompson was added in early 1980 for 
consultation and implementation of the 
state's WHCF plans. Nine regional hear- 
ings were held in November and Decem- 
ber, 1979, and an issue ballot elicited other 




Ballots are counted during Kentucky's 
Conference on Families, 



specific concerns of citizens for discussion 
at the statewide conference on March 7, 
1980, attended by over 500 persons. There 
were 26 delegates appointed by the gov- 
ernor, 26 selected by the state advisory 
committee, and 26 elected at the state con- 
ference. 

Indiana 

39 Delegates 

Governor: Otis Bowen 

Governor Bowen wrote the White House 
Conference on Families that although he 
supported its concept and objectives, he 
did not think that it would be in his state's 
best interest to participate in the Confer- 
ence. While no formal delegation from 
Indiana attended the WHCF in Min- 
neapolis, a number of persons from the 
state were among those who received ap- 
pointments as at-large delegates. 

Iowa 

Z4 Delegates 

Governor: Robert D. Ray 
Coordinators: Helen McDonald 
Shean Sherzan 

^Co-coordinators from the Iowa Council 
for Children and a 24-person advisory 
committee, representing a broad range of 
Iowa constituencies, developed an exten- 
sive state plan with assistance from the 
governor's offii:e, state agencies, and a- 
variety of organizations. Iowa held seven 
regional hearings on February 1 1-14, 1980, 
and a statewide conference in Des Moines 
on March 29, 1980. These events attracted 
more than 2,000 people. Broad outreach 
was conducted through news releases, 
radio and television talk shows, organi- 
zational newsletters, state agencies, public 
libraries, and the mailing of over 30,000 
fact sheets of human services advisory and 
advocacy groups and other interested citi- 
zens, lisues were identified from tes- 
timony collected at the regional hearings 
and discussed at the statewide conference. 
Nominations for state delegates were ob- 
tained through forms distributed at the 
regional hearings and public libraries. 
Eight delegates were elected at the state 
conference; the remaining 16 were ap- 
pointed by the state advisory committee 
and the governor. 



K€maas 

21 Delegates 

Governor: John W. Carlin 
Coordinator: Nancy Hodges 

With considerable support from the gov- 
ernor's office, a five-member planning 
committee provided the direction for a 
statewide conference held in mid-March, 
1980, at Wichita State University and was 
keynoted by Mrs. Rosalynn Carter. Out- 
reach was conducted through mass mail- 
ings to civic, professional, community, re- 
ligious, and other organizations, as well as 
press releases to 204 newspapers. In- 
cluded in the newspaper notification was a 
self-nomination form available to every 
family and its members wishing to be con- 
sidered as delegates. During the state wide 
conference, seven delegates were selected 
at random, one from each congressional 
district and one each in the specific 
categories of low income and handicap- 
ped. Governor Carlin appointed the other 
14 delegates. Numerous follow-up meet- 
ings have been planned across the state to 
share WHCF recommendations with in- 
terested groups. To date, nearly 1,000 in- 
dividuals have participated in the state's 
events, 

KentMicky 

27 Delegates 

Governor: John Y. Brown 
(Prior to 1/80 Julian M. Carroll) 
Coordinator: Virginia Nestor 

In 1979, Governor Carroll appointed a 
15-member committee to plan and imple- 
ment activities for the Kentucky White 
House Conference on Families. Commu- 
nity organizations sponsored a number of - 
regional forums in preparation for the 
February, 1980 statewide conference in 
Louisville which drew 700 persons. State 
newspapers published a questionnaire de- 
signed to elicit issue recommendations 
from citizens. These suggestions helped 
form the basis for discussion at the state 
conference. Nine delegates were elected at 
the state conference, nine were chosen by 
the state steering committee, and nine 
were appointed by newly-elected Gov- 
ernor Brown. 



If Cojwnio David Treen 
fv(Pi^ Edwin Edwards) 

1^ ODordi^ Dan Richey 
^ ^ Piredecessor: Betty Jane 

;> Louisiana planned a decentralized process 
;:owith activities to be held in districts within 
i ; the state. Each district formed its own 
coordinating or planning committee 
headed by a coordinator, who undertook 
publicity and outreach within the district. 
Most of the districts organized town hall 
:; meetings and conferences; one district 
i held community discussions. Louisiana is- 
sues were developed through issues pa- 
pers and local hearings within this decen- 
tralized process. The district activities took 
place between February 7 and March 21, 
1980 with almost 2,000 participants. Based 
: on population distribution, 10 delegates 

V were ci.r 'ed from the districts. Governor 
Edwards then appointed 20 delegates. 

' When Governor Treen took office in 
■ March, he replaced the state coordinator 
: and 10 of the 20 delegates appointed by 
Governor Edwards. 

Maine 

12 Delegates 

t Governor: Joseph R. Brennan 
^ Coordinator: Michael Petit 

?g;jArMaine planning committee of 20 per- 
I^C'iohs and the state coordinator's office or- 
?|^"ganized five regional hearings in February 
l^and March, 1980, for the White House 
V . Conference on Families. Approximately 
i::l,200 persons participated in these ac- 
;j tivities. Participants at the regional hear- 
ri.'ings identified and voted on the most im- 
:5 portant issues to Maine's families. These 
1. issues were the subject of the preliminary 
{ i^Mainc report and were submitted for con- 

sideradon to the state conference held in 
iv August on May 29-30. The participants in 

ithe regional hearings submitted self-nom- 
yi^ ihations for delegate posidons. Five people 
I - .were randomly selected at each hearing. 

-From this pool of 25 candidates, five dele- 

gates were chosen. The Governor ap- 

V pointed the remaining seven delegates. 



Maryland 

30 Delegates 

Governor: Harry Hughes 
Coordinator: Sally Michel 
Assistant: Manha Clark 

The Office for Children and Youth, work- 
ing closely with the state coordinator and 
State Advisory Committee, took the lead in 
planning Maryland's activities. Five re- 
gional hearings held in February, 1980, 
attracted more than 4,000 people eager to 
tesdfy and contribute to the state's issue 
recommendations. Ten of Maryland's 30 
delegates were elected at these hearings. 
The State Advisory Committee and the 
Governor each appointed 10 delegates. 
The Maryland state coordinator and 
committee played a key role in hosting the 
WHCFin Balumore. 

Massachusetts 

42 Delegates 

Governor: Edward King 
Coordinator: Mark Lawton 
Assistant: John McParland 

The Massachusetts state coordinator's 
office developed a plan for five regional 
hearings on March 15-16, 1980, and a state 
conference on March 29, 1980, in Boston. 
The Governor's Commission on Families 
and a legislative Special Commission on 
the Status of the Family served as panel 
members at the regional hearings. Six del- 
egates were elected in Boston, six Brock- 
ton, and four each in Worcester, Spring- 
field and Pittsfield. The Governor ap- 
pointed 18 delegates. Approximately 
2,500 persons participated in Mas- 
sachusetts' activities. 
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Michigjon 

63 Delegates 

Governor: William G. Milliken 
Coordinator: Gary Mathews 
Predecessor: Susan Brook 

In December, 1979, Governor Milliken 
formed a committee to develop a state 
plan, secure private funding, and prepare 
for a statewide conference on families. Na- 
tional hearings, sponsored by the White 
House Conference and held early in De- 
cember in Detroit and Oak Park, helped to 
draw attention and interest to the state 
WHCF activities. In preparation for the 
state meeting, issue surveys were sent to 
community organizations and Michigan 
citizens who had attended the national 
hearings. The state conference in Lansing 
on April 1980, drew 1,200 persons who 
discussed issues and voted on Bnal rec- 
ommendations for the state report. 
Thirty-two of Michigan's delegates were 
elected at the state conference, and the 
remaining 3 1 were appointed by Governor 
Milliken. 

Minnesota 

30 Delegates 

Governor: Albert H. Quie 
Coordinator: 

Dean Honetschlager 

Building on the Minnesota Governor's 
Conference on Families held in 1978, Gov- 
ernor Quie directed the state coordinator 
to form an advisory committee to assist in 
planning and implementing WHCF state 
activities. Seven regional hearings, held 
early in 1980^ were used to elect 10 dele- 
gates and identify important issues for the 
state report. Approximately 250 persons 
attended each of the regional meetings. At 
the conclusion of the hearings, delegates 
and advisory committee members met for 
a 2V2 day working session to synthesize the 
hearings* recommendations and write 
their state report. Minnesota's delegation 
was selected in a three part process: peer 
election (one person elected at each of the 
seven hearings, and three delegates 
elected from those candidates who had 
received at least 20 votes at an individual 
hearing), state advisory committee rec- 
ommendations to the governor, and gu- 
bernatorial appointment. 
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Miasiaaippi 

ZlDel^ates 

Governor: WUliam E Winter 
Coordinator: Edna Harbour 

A l2-niembcr coordinating comniiiiee de- 
veloped and implemented plans for the 
Mississippi White House Conference on 
Families. On February 28, 1980, ten area 
meetings took place in which 200 partici- 
pants were selected for the March state- 
wide conference. Outreach efforts in- 
cluded news releases and publicity 
through community newsletters and net- 
works. Issues were discussed and voted on 
at the area meetings. Of the 21 delegates, 
14 were elected 'at the March conference, 
and seven were appointed by Governor 
Winter. 

Missouri 

36 Delegates 

Govemort Joseph P. Teasdale 
Coordinator: Marie Williarris 

In March, 1978, Governor Teasdale 
formed the Governor's Committee for 
Children and Youth and asked members to 
plan activities directed toward the White 
House Conference on Families. The 
committee held its first formal meeting in 
October, 1979, planning nine regional 
hearings held November, 1979, through 
February, 1980. Four task forces, parallel- 
ing WHClf topic areas, used the hearings* 
testimony to identify issues for inclusion in 
the state report. Fifteen of the state's dele- 
gates were elected, six were chosen by the 
state advisory committee, and 15 were ap- 
pointed by Governor Teasdale. 

Montana 

12 Delegates 

Governor: Thomas Judge 
Coordinator: John Frankino 

Montana was an early leader in the WHCF 
activities with its statewide conference tak- 
ing place in November, 1978. A 20-mem- 
ber force was organized to plan the 1980 
activities. Meetings conducted throughout 
the state provided citizens with the oppor- 
tunity to update or revise the issues 
identified at the earlier conference. One- 
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Thousands of Maryland citizens waited in 
long lines to vote for WHCF delegates. 



third of the delegates were randomly 
selected, one-third were appointed by the 
state task force, and one-third appointed 
by the Governor. More than 1,000 people 
participated in the state's activities. 

Xebraaka 

15 Delegates 

Governor: Charles Thone 
Coordinator: Christine Hanus 

The first step in Nebraska's WHCF partic- 
ipation was the creation of a I3-member 
state planning committee which struc- 
tured six Family Forums held in February, 
1980, in Norfolk, Omaha, Lincoln, Kear- 
ney, McCook, and Alliance. Conference 
participants elected six delegates, the 
steering committee selected four, and 
Governor Thone appointed five. The is- 
sues identified at these state conferences 
were compiled by the planning committee 
and submitted as the states issues report. 
These activities involved more than 800 
persons. 

Nevada 

9 Delegates 

Governor: Robert List 
Coordinator: 

Robert Edmundson 

The Nevada Department of Human Re- 
sources provided the planning and direc- 
tion for the state's WHCF activities. In 
November. 1979, the State Conference on 
Children, Youth and their Families held a 
number of workshops on family issues. In 
addition, four regional hearings held in 
Reno, Las Vegas, Fallon, and Elko in 
March, 1980, provided further opportuni- 
ties to hear from 600 participants. The 
testimony and materials produced by 
these forums were the basis of the Nevada 
state report. Two elections in Las Vegas 
and Reno produced four delegates. Five 
delegates were appointed by Governor 
List. 
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New Hampahire 

12 Delegates 

Governor: Hugh Gallen 
Cioordinator: Mark Segar 

The New Hampshire Commission on 
Children and Youth, in cooperation with 
the State Planning Committee and the 
Governor's office, planned New Hamp- 
shire's activities which included four re- 
gional conferences held February 13, 
1980, and a state conference on March 4 
and 5, 1980. Each regional forum devel- 
oped issues, loosely following topic head- 
ings taken from a statewide questionnaire. 
The findings of the regional meetings 
were synthesized into a report at the state 
conference. Four of the state's delegates 
were elected at the regional conferences, 
four were appointed by the State Planning 
Committee, and four were appointed by 
the Governor. Fifteen hundred people 
participated in New Hampshire's ac- 
tivities. 

Newjeraey 

51 Delegates 

Governor: Brendan Byrne 
Coordinator: 

Rev Norman O'Connor 
Assistant: Anne Okubo 

The Governor's Commission on Chil- 
dren's Services took the lead in planning 
New Jersey's WHCF participation. In the 
winter of 1979, the Commission, then 
known as the Governor's Committee on 
Children, Youth and Families, held five 
regional hearings to identify the concerns 




1^ of New Jersey families. In April, 1980, 

• V Workshops on these issues were held at 
■p four regional conferences. The reports 
' V from the four conferences were brought 

; together into a state issues report at a joint 
•:; meeting of delegates and the Commission 
: members in May, 1980. Twenty of the 
. ' state's delegates were chosen by peer elec- 

tion at the regional conferences. Fifteen 
i; . delegates representing organizations were 

selected by the state planning committee. 

The Governor appointed 16 delegates. 

There were 3,000 people who participated 

in New Jersey's activities. 

New Mexico 

iZ Delegates 

Governor: Bruce King 
Coordinator: Alice King 

In addition to the Governor's office which 
played a key leadership role in the plan- 
ning and support of the state's ambitious 
WHCF activities, a 26-member planning 
committee assisted in organizing and con- 
ducting the state's efforts. In February, 
1980, 32 county forums began the process 
of identifying the issues. This effort con- 
tinued at the district level with seven dis- 
trict hearings held in March at Gallup/ 
Farmington, Santa Fe> Albuquerque, 
CIovis/Tucumcari, Silver City, Rosewell / 
Carlsbad, and Las Cruces. At the state 
conference in May, four delegates were 
elected, and the final set of issues were 
reviewed and approved by the state plan- 
ning committee. The committee also 
V selected four of the delegates, and four 

• received gubernatorial appointment, 
i-; Broad publicity was given to all activities in 
?: both English and Spanish, and over 1,000 
: people participated in all aspects of these 
; :efforts. Governor King has already estab- 

.Ushed an Office on Families to review exist- 
ing and proposed programs and policies 
and. their impact on families. 

NewYork 

123 Del^^ 

: Governor: Hugh Carey 
Goordinator: Ilene Margolin 
Assistant: Evelyn Roth 

The Council on Children and Families^ 
/working closely with a 33-member state 
planning committee, and the offices of the 



governor and lieutenant governor took 
the lead in New York. Hearings held in 
New York City and Syracuse in December, 
1979, began the process of identifying the 
topics of greatest concern to families in the 
state. Additional topics and recommenda- 
tions were developed in workshops held at 
five regional conferences in January and 
February, 19^^^ At a three day meeting 
held in late February, delegates reviewed 
and synthesized the findings included in 
the five regional reports and connpleted a 
final state report. Delegation nomination 
forms were printed in 100,000 informa- 
tion brochures which were widely distrib- 
uted. Fifty-six delegates were elected at the 
five regional conferences. Sixty-seven 
were appointed b!y the Governor. More 
than 6,000 people attended the hearings 
and conferences. 

North CaroUna 

39 Delegates 

Governor: James Hunt 
Coordinator: Charles Petty 
Assistant: Austin Connors 

The Governor's Office and the Office of 
Citizen Participation, working with a large 
state task force, took the lead in planning 
North Carolina's activities. Identification 
of issues and nominations for delegates 
were solicited by a ballot printed in daily 
and weekly publications throughout the 
state on January 6-12, 1980. The findings 
of this survey, supplemented by a tele- 
phone survey later in the month, were 
gathered and tabulated by the Center for 
Urban Affairs and Community Services at 
North Carolina University. Twelve of 
North Carolina's delegates were chosen at 
random from self-nomination forms in the 
newspaper. Fifteen delegates representing 
state organizations were chosen by the 
state task force. The governor appointed 
12 delegates. The state delegation and the 
state task force are planning a series of 
implementation strategy meetings begin- 
ning in September, 1980. 



A Year of Preparation • 153 

North Dakota 

9 Delegates 

Governor: Arthur A. Link 
Coordinator: 

Milan Christiansen 

A 20-member state planning committee 
directed North Dakota's WHCF activities 
with leadership from the Cooperative Ex- 
tension Department of the North Dakota 
State University. Eight regional family 
forums in February, 1980, attracted 800 
persons and resulted in a preliminary is- 
sues report, as well as the identification of 
nominees for election as delegates. The 
statewide conference held in Bismarck in 
April, 1980, produced the final set of rec- 
ommendations and elected three dele- 
gates. The state planning committee in 
mid-May appointed three delegates and 
approved the state issue report. Three 
delegates received gubernatorial ap- 
pointments. 

Ohio 

75 Delegates 

Governor: James A. Rhodes 
Coordinator: Mary Turney 

The state planning committee and state 
coordinator put together an ambitious 
plan for 88 county conferences in Jan- 
uary-March, 1980, as well as a state confer- 
ence. County participants, meetings in 
local schools, churches, and meeting halls, 
discussed priority issues for the state re- 
port. Each county elected two delegates 
who then attended the April state confer- 
ence in Columbus. Fifty of the delegates to 
the White House Conference on Families 
in Minneapolis were elected from among 
the county delegates by a mail ballot. Gov- 
ernor Rhodes appointed an additional 25 
delegates. 

Oklahoma 

24 Delegates 



A 53-member committee appointed by the 
Governor planned and directed jQklaho- 
ma*s activities. A statewide confe^^ was 
held in December, 1979, in Stilq|^r. At 



Governor: George Nigh 
Coordinator: Cindy F&mbo 
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this gathering more than 800 persons de- 
bated issues of vital concern to Oklahoma 
families and elected eight delegates. The 
state planning committee analyzed and 
drafted the state's final recommendations 
and selected an additional eight delegates. . 
Governor Nigh appointed another eight 
delegates. 

Oregon 

18 Delegates 

Governor: \^ctor Atiyeh 
Coordinator: 

Alice Day Simpson 

A 20-member planning committee as- 
sisted the state coordinator in organizing a 
series of WHCF-related activities. By De- 
cember, 1979 eight regional hearings had 
taken place and the initial development of 
issues had been completed. In addition, a 
widely distributed questionnaire was used 
to gather further information of people's 
views concerning family interests. The 
adoption of issue statements and the elec- 
tion of six delegates took place at the 
statewide conference in February, 1980, in 
Monmouth. The state committee, working 
from the issues identified by the confer- 
ence, drafted the final report and selected 
six delegates. The Governor appointed six 
others. Intense interest in the state at- 
tracted 1,000 people to the state confer- 
ence and an additional 2,000 to related 
state activities. Local implementation is 
being planned around recommendations 
in the state report and the White House 
Conference on Families. 

Pennsytvania 

81 Dekgates 

Governor: 

Richard Thornburgh 
CkM>rdinator: Helen O'Bannon 
Assistant: Marian Bass 

The Department of Public Welfare took 
the lead in Pennsylvania, with a 60-mem- 
ber committee, developing plans for dele- 
gate selection, issues identification, and for 
providing technical assistance to local 
groups interested in sponsoring their own 
events. The committee prepared issue pa- 
pers which were made available for public 
response. There were four regional hear- 
ings to stimulate testimony and broaden 



public participation. To publicize the dele- 
gate selection process, 50,000 information 
brochures were disseminated for inter- 
ested persons to fill out and return to the 
Pennsylvania Forum on Families Cleai^ 
inghouse. Forty of Pennsylvania's 81 dele- 
gates were chosen at random. Seventeen 
delegates were named by the state coor- 
dinator and 24 by the governor 

Puerto Rico 

Z7 Delegates 
Governor: 

Carlos Romero-Barcelo 
Coordinator: Jenaro Callazo 
Deputy Coordinator: 

Edith F. Valentine 

The Department of Social Welfare, work- 
ing closely with a 26-member advisory 
committee, and the governor's office, took 
the lead in planning Puerto Rico*s ac- 
tivities. Five regional meetings were held 
in February, 1980, and a Governor's Con- 
ference was held in March to review and 
synthesize the regional reports, as weil as 
to develop policy and program recom- 
mendations. Participants at the regional 
meetings elected delegates to attend the 
Governor's Conference and nominated 
delegate candidates to attend the WHCF 
in Baltimore. Governor's Conference par- 
ticipants elected 12 delegates, represent- 
ing the five regions, and two delegates, 
representing the advisory committee. The 
advisory committee appointed four dele- 
gates, and the governor appointed nine 
delegates. Approximately 2,000 people 
participated in Puerto Rico's events. 
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Rhode Island 

12 Delegates 

Governor: J.Joseph Garrity 
Coordinators: John McManus 
&John Affleck 
Assistant: Kathy Spangler 

The Rhode Island coordinators initiated 
the state's WHCFactivities by assemblinga 
state planning committee. Four local meet- 
ings were held in April, 1980, in the Pro- 
vidence, Woonsocket, South County, and 
Newport/ Portsmouth areas, electing one 
delegate at each of the gatherings. The 
state committee named four delegates on 
April 10, and the governor appointed the 
remaining four delegates. On April 12 and 
13, the delegates attended a state meeting 
with other participants from across the 
state. There were 100 participants ran- 
domly chosen to submit testimony on fam- 
ily issues to the delegates from which the 
Rhode Island issues were developed. The 
state's activities involved more than 1,000 
persons. 

South Carottna 

2A Delegates 

Governor: Richard Riley 
Coordinator: Emily Wiggins 

The Cooperative Extension Service, work- 
ing closely with a state steering committee, 
had major responsibility for planning 
South Carolina's activities. This included 
an orientation conference in January, 
1980, followed by 46 county conferences in 
February and March which attracted more 
than 5,000 participants. Each county con- 
ference nominated three delegate candi- 
dates from which 12 attended the Confer- 
ence. The state planning committee chose 
12 delegates. The remaining twelve were 
appointed by Governor Riley. During the 
spring and summer, the state delegation 
and the steering committee met together 
to plan county and state-level implementa- 
tion projects. 
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South Dakota 

iZDe^gates 

Governor: William J. Janklow 
Coordinator: 

Arlinda McCumber 

In preparation for a statewide conference 
held in November, 1979, a 15-member 
planning committee, under the direction 
of the home economics department of the 
State University, developed and conducted 
local meetings which were completed 
prior to October, 1979. These meetings 
provided the preliminary issue materials 
to be discussed at the statewide confer- 
ence. In addition, official representatives 
were elected at these gatherings, one from 
each legislative district. Their task at the 
November meeting was to adopt the final 
issues report and elect four delegates. All 
elected delegates came from a list of self- 
nominees gathered at the state confer- 
ence. After the delegate election, the state 
planning committee selected four dele- 
gates to further ensure diverse representa- 
tion, and the governor appointed four 
delegates. Although more than 400 people 
participated in the state conference, over 
1,000 persons participated in all the state's 
WHCF activities. 

Tennessee 

30 Delegates 

Governor: Lamar Alexander 
Coordinator: Charles Gentry 

A 53-member steering committee was ap- 
pointed by the Governor to direct state 
activities with the Governor's wife. Honey 
Alexander, named honorary chairperson. 
Nominations for state delegates were solic- 
ited through outreach to the media, and 
letters to members of state organizations. 
Two hundred voting delegates attended 
the state conference in late February, 1980, 
in Nashville. Conference participants 
identified issues for the state report. Fif- 
teen delegates were elected at the confer- 
ence, and 15 were appointed by Governor 
Alexander. 



Texas 

78 Delegates 

Governor: William Clements 

Coordinator: 

George Willeford, M.D. 

Assistant: Jonathan Hole 

A planning committee assisted the Gov- 
ernor's office in planning and conducting 
the Texas WHCF activities. Principal out- 
reach was by bilingual announcements 
and nomination forms printed in 40 major 
state newspapers to publicize the schedule 
for regional hearings and to encourage 
self-nominations for random selection of 
delegates. Five regional hearings held in 
Houston, Sart Marcos, Dallas, Weslacoand 
Lubbock in late February and early March 
resulted in considerable oral and written 
testimony. In addition, hotlines in the 
Governor's office operated throughout the 
period of the hearings to receive the com- 
ments of those not able to attend. A ran- 
dom drawing, using the services of a Texas 
bank, selected 25 delegates, five from each 
of the five hearing regions. The Governor 
appointed 53 delegates. Participants in 
state activities exceeded 3,000. 

7>TMt Territories 
of the Pacific 

5 Delegates 

Governor: Adrian P. Winkel 
Coordinator: Resio Moses 

The High Commissioner of the Trust Ter- 
ritories appointed five delegates. The is- 
sues report was prepared by this group 
with the support of the coordinator. Two of 
the primary areas of concern for Trust 
Territories' families were the negative im- 
pact of rapid modernization on family 
values and traditional parenting skills, and 
limited family income which directly af- 
fects the stability of family units. 
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Utah 

12 Delegates 

Governor: Scott M. Matheson 
Coordinators: Richard Lindsay 
Ellen Furgis 

An 18-member state planning committee 
organized and directed Utah's WHCF ac- 
tivities. Hearings in each of the state's 2^ 
counties during January and February, 
1980, provided the initial forum for the 
identification of issues. A statewide con- 
ference in Salt Lake City in March per- 
mitted further delineation of issues and 
provided an opportunity to introduce all 
interested persons as candidates for elec- 
tion as delegates. An issues ballot and del- 
egate ballot were mailed to participants 
after the conference. In this way, the par- 
ticipants were able to establish priority is- 
sues and elect four delegates. The state 
committee finalized the state's recommen- 
dations and selected four additional dele- 
gates. The four remaining delegates were 
appointed by Governor Matheson, More 
than 1,000 people participated in the state 
activities. 

Vewmont 

9 Delegates 

Governor: Richard A. Snelling 
Coordinator: Armin Grams 
Deputy Coordinator: 

Eric Nichols 

The state coordinator and the planning 
committee developed well-publicized and 
well-planned meetings in each of Ver- 
mont's 14 counties in February and March, 
1980. The county meetings were en- 
thusiastically attended and generated the 
state's issues. The 10 issues receiving the 
largest nu mber of votes at the county level 
were the subjects of workshops held at the 
state conference. In preparation for the 
state conference held in White River Junc- 
tion in March, a delegate selection com- 
mittee was established to develop a slate of 
candidates from persons nominated at the 
county meetings, as well as those nomi- 
nated by civic groups and county steering 
committees. At the March conference, 
self-nominations from participants were 
also accepted and added to the delegate 
slate from which six delegates were 
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elected. Subsequent to the state confer- 
ence, the governor appointed three dele- 
gates. The Vermont process involved the 
participation of some 1,000 persons. 

Virgin islands 

SDelegates 

Governor: Juan Luis 
Coordinator: 

Gwendolyn C. Blake 

Governor Juan Luis appointed five dele- 
gates who attended the WHCF in Balti- 
more. 

Vir&ma 

SGDdegates 

Governor: John Dalton 
Coordinator: Jessica Cohen 

In 1978, the General Assembly created the 
Commission on Family Life to address the 
needs of families in the state. To supple- 
ment the Commission's work, the 
Cooperative Extension Service of Virginia 
Polytechnic Institute and State University 
and Virginia State College, working with 
the state organizing committee, began 
planning WHCF state activities. Extension 
agents in 22 planning districts, working 
with comrhunity members, gathered in- 
formation from mailed surveys, public 
forums, media talk shows, and ongoing 
committee meetings. This information 
was fed to six issue task forces which devel- 
oped recommendations that were pre- 
sented at the Virginia Conference on Fam- 
ilies held in November, 1979. During Feb- 
ruary and March, 1980, 22 additional hear- 
ings were held across the state for further 
public discussion of the findings of the task 
forces. Twenty-four delegates were elected 
at the state conference and twelve were 
appointed by the Governor. One thousand 
people participated in Virginia's activities. 



Wwuhinglton 

Z7 Delegates 

Governor: Dixy Lee Ray 
Coordinator: 

Lelia K. Todorovich 
Assistant: Richard Westgard 

The Bureau of Children's Services pro- 
vided leadership for the 15-member state 
planning committee in designing the 
state's WHCF participation. Broad use of 
the news media and publicity by state 
agencies and by civic, religious, and com- 
munity groups generated intense interest 
and participation in the state's activities. 
Simultaneous conferences held in Bell- 
ingham, Seattle, Olympia, Vancouver, 
Spokane, and Cheney, on March 1, 1980 
attracted more than 6,000 persons. The 
conferences served to identify issues and 
to elect a total of nine delegates. All per- 
sons who could not attend the conference 
but had expressed an interest, received a 
questionnaire which was tallied and made 
part of the issues materials. In addition, 
one person per conference site was elected 
to serve on a committee authorized to ap- 
point an additional nine delegates. A 
committee, consisting of the six elected 
representatives and additional members 
appointed by the governor, met to select 
nine delegates. Governor Ray appointed 
the remaining nine delegates. The state's 
issues report was completed by the state 
planning committee and the chairs of each 
of the six conferences. 

West Virginia 

18 Delegates 

Governor: John D. Rockefeller 
Coordinator: Manual Viola 
Director: Margie Hale 

The state coordinator, staff director, and a 
28-person committee were appointed by 
the Governor to develop a plan for dele- 
gate and issue selection. The committee 
solicited delegate nominations through a 
news media campaign and mailed notices. 
At a state conference held in March, 1980, 
more than 800 participants identified is- 
sues and elected six delegates from nomi- 
nations received. The state committee ap- 
pointed six more delegates, and Governor 
Rockefeller appointed the remaining six. 



Wisconsin 

33 Delegates 

Governor: Lee Dreyfus 
Coordinator: Charles Uphoff 

In the fall of 1978, a steering committee for 
the Governor's Conference on Children 
and Families was formed to plan the Wis- 
consin White House Conference on Fami- 
lies. One thousand persons participated in 
the statewide conference in March, 1980. 
A special outreach committee dissemi- 
nated information on state activities 
through media, press releases, and com- 
munity group mailings. Issues were 
identified and given priorities through the 
state conference process for inclusion in 
the final state report. Voting for 18 of 
Wisconsin's 33 delegates took place in re- 
gional caucuses at the state conference. 
Governor Dreyfus appointed the remain- 
ing 15 delegates. 

Wyoming 

9 Delegates 

Governor: Lee S. Herschler 
Coordinator: Everett Lantz, 
Ph.D. 

A 21-member state planning committee 
assisted the coordinator in organizing and 
conducting the state's WHCF activities. 
The major activity was the statewide con- 
ference in Cheyenne in late February, 
1980. The Conference participants elected 
three delegates and selected a list of prior- 
ity issues. The state planning committee 
analyzed and finalized the state report of 
issues and recommendations. Governor 
Herschler appointed six delegates.' More 
than 600 people participated in the state's 
activities. 
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On April 10, 1980, Stuart Eizenstat, assistant to the President 
for domestic aflfairs, told a Capitol Hill audience of 400 
concerned citizens and scholars that "American families are 
very much alive, and possess enormous strength and vi- 
tality. Therefore, let's look at these strengths and address ourselves to 
ways to protect and preserve stable families." 

Eizenstat's comments marked his keynote address to the WHCF 
National Research Forum on Family Issues, a two-day gathering of 
family scholars, policy makers, service providers, representatives of 
national organizations and community activists. Essential support 
for the session was provided by the National Endowment for the 
Humanities. 

A Factual Framework 

Convened to help create a factual framework for the more than 
2,000 WHCF delegates, the Research Forum had several purposes: . 

• Bringing current research to bear on the development of policies 
and recommendations designed to strengthen families. 

I Involving an interdisciplinary group of scholars in family issues 
■discussion with service providers^ members of national organi- 
' zations, and grassroots people. xtT^ 

• Helping develop background and issues papers for the WHCF. 

• Raising public awareness of family issues to make the WHCF 
■agenda a national agenda. 

• Assisting the planning efforts of WHCF state coordinators by 
- providing them with solid background information on key issues 
fiaflfecting families. 

In launching this ambitious efiFort, Eizenstat said "We have to 
understand the important roles families play in individual lives and 
1 the relevance to public policy We also have to recognize th^t ad hoc or 
haphazard attempts to take into account family ties and influences do 
riot do justice to the role of families within our society, and the efiFects 
of policy on families." ' 
^ In his conclusion, Eizenstat called for a national effort, stating 
' that "in order to influence policy we need committed advocates, a 




A, Sidney Johnson, III, NAC member and 
director, Family Impact Seminar, George 
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constituency which cuts across racial, economic and ideological lines, 
and will speak for families where policy is made. The White House 
Conference on Families is important in that it can help lay the 
groundwork for new coalitions to advocate for families in Congress, 
in the White House and in private institutions which help families/' 

Eizenstat's speech opened two days of presentations by 22 
leading scholars and reactions from their peers and colleagues in a 
panel framework. Provocative and thoughtful, the research papers 
focused on a range of Conference themes, including: Family 
Strengths and Supports, Diversity of Families, Changing Realities of 
Family Life; The Impact cf Public and Private Institutional Policies, 
the Impact of Discrimination; and Special Needs of Elderly Families, 
Families with Handicapped Members, Single Parent Families, and 
Other Families with Special Needs. 

Introducing Eizenstat and chairing the Forum was Dr. Robert B. 
Hill, Director of Research for the National Urban League and a 
member of the WHCF National Advisory Committee. In his open- 
ing remarks. Dr. Hill stressed the importance of scholars' involve- 
ment with the WHCF process because it brings them into "direct 
contact with real families and real problems." Hill also emphasized 
the tremendous ethnic, racial and economic diversity of American 
families, pointing out that minority families were living under par- 
ticularly acute pressures and especially needful of change in policies 
and programs. 

Family Myths 

A basic question seemed uppermost in the minds of participants 
throughout the sessions. Are American families disintegrating or are 
they simply undergoing some important changes? Underscoring the 
question was a general feeling of optimism about families and the 
future. However, the optimism was balanced by differing views of the 
many changes families have undergone and the directions necessary 
for their survival. 

In the session "Changing Realities of Family Life," for example. 
Dr. Tamara Hareven shared some stimulating data that refutes a 
number of commonly held myths about families of the American 
past. According to Hareven, a professor of history at Clark Univer- 
sity and a research asscnate at Harvard, the perceived golden age of 
family relations when ti.ree generations lived happily in the same 
household exemplifies tha: mythology. In Hareven's view, this mis- 
perception has led people to view the present, with its many single- 
parent families and families physically distant from all but primary 
members, as a period of decline and family breakdown. 

Hareven stated that her research on the pre-industrial Ameri- 
can family indicates there never was a time when three generations 
lived under the same roof. In light of the high mortality rate of past 
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generations, most parents could not expect to live with their grand- 
^phildren. Households were quite similar to households today except 

||[ that, they were more likely to include strangers such as boarders, 
lodgers, apprentices or servants. Also there was far less emphasis on 

1^; the family as a private retreat, 

Hareven explored other myths: 

• Preindustrial women spent far more time with their children than 

V women of today. 

"Even though preindustrial families contained large numbers of 
children, women invested relatively less time in motherhood than 
their successors in the nineteenth century and in our time," she 
pointed out. 

• Industrialization drove family members out of the home and into 
factories and offices. 

Research has shown that "families migrated in groups to industrial 
centers, recruiting workers into the factory system, and often several 
family members continued to work in the same place. Migration to 
industrial communities did not break up traditional kinship ties. 
Rather, families used these ties to facilitate their own transitions into 
industrial life.*' 

, • During the 19th century, families were much more loving and 
happy than today Today's high divorce rate attests to this. 
"In the nineteenth century people did not resort to divorce as 
frequently as they do now, because divorce was considered socially 
unacceptable. This does not mean, however, that families were living 
happily and in harmony. A high rate of desertion and separation of 
couples replaced legal divorce. And those couples which did not 
resort to divorce or separation despite their incompatibility lived 

|; together as strangers, in deep conflict. Thus, the increase in divorce 
statistics, as such, is no proof of family breakdown. 

;)} Hareven concluded that what we are witnessing today is not the 
breakup of traditional family patterns but the emergence of a 
i ; pluralism in family ways. Some of these ways were present during 

V earlier periods, but were far less visible. The major problems of family 
^ life, in her view, have to do with the inability of families to cope with 
; high inflation and diminishing resources. Hareven's analysis was 
1 1 valuable in helping set the context for the many discussions which 

were also underway 

Debate on the Future 

: ; During an evening session, Urie Bronfenbrenner, Elizabeth Abrama- 
witz, Jane Howard, and James Dobson addressed the questions 
"Why are families receiving so much attention in the 1980s and what 
does this mean for the future?" 
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Dr. James Dobson, associate clinical professor of pediatrics, 
University of Southern California, saw the questions as a positive way 
of asking a negative question, that is, "Why is the family in so much 
trouble today, and will it survive?" He identified two major problems 
facing families: 

• Family members feel isolated from each other and from the 
outside world. Our hectic daily schedules leave us fatigued and 
spent. All of our vital energies are spent outside the home, leaving 
nothing left for each other. 

• The American family is disintegrating because of a breakdown in 
the moral structure of society. The family of today is in need of 
something to believe in that would give it substance, cohesiveness 
and the ability to withstand pressure. 

Dobson admonished policy makers in Congress and elsewhere 
to stop interfering in family matters and refrain from imposing itself 
in the marital relationship as well as the relationship between parents 
and children. Dobson voiced strong objection to the Domestic Vio- 
lence and Treatment Act, suggesting that the federal government 
cannot do anything about the husband-wife relationship. 

In sharp contrast. Dr. Urie Bronfenbrenner, Professor of 
Human Development, Family Studies and Psychology at Cornell 
University took an opposite position. Speaking of the role of parents 
and other nurturing adults, he said, "The capacity for an adult to 
engage in care and joint activity with a child or to support other 
adults in that role requires public policies and practices that provide 
opportunity, status, encouragement, freedom of choice, example, 
and above all, time for parenthood, primarily by parents but also by 
other adults in the child's environment both within and outside the 
home." Bronfenbrenner stressed the need for strong support sys- 
tems for families and bonds between families and major institutions. 

Bronfenbrenner pointed out that outside institutions impact on 
families and that there must be policies and programs that support 
family life. Citing data from a recent study of 280 families with 
pre-school children in Syracuse, New York, Bronfenbrenner 
identified the major stress and supports for the family: 

Stresses 

1. Conditions at work 

2. Conditions in the neighborhood 

3. Conditions in the spouse's work 

Supports 

1. Satisfactory child care 

2. Organizations in the community: religion and social 

3. Conditions at work 
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Emphasizing the need to rebuild the bonds between the varying 
settings and contexts of our lives, Bronfenbrenner oflFered two 
, pp recommendations: First, everyone should work less. 

: Secondly, solidify the family by placing more women in positions of 
power in our society, and place more men in caring roles. He 
: explained that these two things may not happen undl jobs that 
involved the nurturing and care of children pay more than they do 
presendy. 

Bronfenbrenner ended on a concerned but hopeful note, say- 
ing that due to the economic calamities coming upon us, we are 
going to be forced back on ourselves. There will be less moving 
around, less heating oil, and less recreation of an expensive kind. We 
may, according to Bronfenbrenner, be forced to get together with 
each other at home, in our families and in our neighborhoods. 

Changes Affecting Famittes 

Throughout the Research Forum, speaker after speaker cited the 
many changes which have occurred in America that aflfect the family: 

• Dramatic increases of working married women with pre-school 
children. 

• Growing numbers of female-headed households. 

• Declining birth rates. 

• Substantial growth in nonurban areas and small towns. 

• Increase in the elderly population. 

• Larger numbers of single persons living alone, both young adults 
and older women. 

• Lower fertility and mortality rates. 

In other presentations. Dr. Irving Lazar of Cornell University 
spoke pn child care in the United States, saying, "the school day— 
indeed the school year — was designed to fit the schedule of the 
family farm. It no longer fits the schedule of parents who work away 
from home." 

On a related issue , Janet Giele of Brandeis University discussed 
changes in American families as they relate to discrimination, sex 
roles and changing family structures. Agreeing with Dr. Hareven, 
she said, "current family changes indicate American pluralism rather 
than family breakdown." "Families are responding to a new social 
climate," Giele explained, "one that recognizes a variety of options, 
supports individual self-determination and is supportive of the 
changing realities of family life." 

MediayEduccOion^ Law 

One of the most lively discussions during the Forum took place in the 
session on the media and families. Dr. George Gerbner and his 
associates from the Annenberg School of Communications stated 
that the average viewer watches television 30 hours a week. Media, 
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Eleven 
million children live in 
poverty. Half of those in 
sini^e parent homes. 
For these families a 
variety of supports is so 
important. 

Sheila Kamerman, 
Columbia University 
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they pointed out, has taken on many of the specializing functions 
formerly the exclusive territory of families, religious institutions, and 
later on, the schools. Although the notion of home and family, as well 
as a close personal relationship between the sexes, are the two most 
frequently appearing themes on prime-time television, only crime 
and violence appear consistendy, Gerbner said. References to or 
instances of overt sexual activity, homosexual behavior, nudity and 
extramarital relations have increased greatly within the last five 
years, he added. 

The influence that education exercises on the quality of family 
life was underscored by Dr. Bernard C. Watson, Vice President for 
Academic Administration, Temple University Dr. Watson stated, 
"that of all the demands being placed on schools today, the most 
fundamental is that schools be a positive force in strengthening the 
family" He went on to present data which show a clear relationship 
between education level of the head of household and the edu- 
cational attainment of other family members. Further, evidence of 
the significant role of education in the future of families was indi- 
cated in the direct connection between the scholastic achievement of 
children and their families' income, education, and racial back- 
ground. Schools, said Dr. Watson, "can begin to improve the nature 
of their impact by developing curriculum and methods that include 
family members as active participants in the education of their 
children." He emphasized that the educational systems will be able to 
meet the increased and ever-changing need of the American family 
by forming a partnership between the school and the family. 

University of California Law Professor Robert Mnookin spoke 
of recent trends in family law and noted that mcit divorcing couples 
now resolve or settle marital problems central to divorce without 
bringing any contested issue to the court for a decision. Mnookin's 
session traced the recent movement to private ordering of family law 
disputes and discussed the increasing use of arbitration, mediation 
and joint custody as well as the needs for a special family law judiciary. 

Ethnicity and Religion 

In the panel on Racial and Ethnic Diversity, Dr. Juan Ramos, Director 
of Special Mental Health Programs for the National Institute of 
Mental Health (HHS), voiced concern about the lack of racial and 
ethnic content in the curriculum taught to the "mental health core — 
psychiatrists, psychologists, social workers and psychiatric nurses — 
who too often know litde or nothing about the culture and values of 
their patients and clients. Yet the assumption is made," Dr. Ramos 
states, "that they're skilled, expert and trained. This is nonsense, yet 
we continue to believe this is the right way." 

Moving to institutions and the community. Dr. Ramos noted that 
"Social service organizations do not appear to have a policy, yet it is 



163 

ERIC 



A Year of Preparation • 163 



there under the table. And social service ideologies are for the most 
: ipart in conflict with the needs, concerns and sentiment of racial and 
ethnic minority communities." 

In a panel discussion on families and religion, representatives 
from several faiths and denominations discussed the importance of 
religion to American families. Among the various points were that 
religion: 

• helps shape and tests values in a loving community. 

• gives purpose to life beyond self. 

• makes up much of the loss resulting from the lack of extended 
families. 

• gives answers to families on what they are, why they exist and 
where they are going. 

• creates strong marriages and gives direction to our lives. 

• is important in building enduring relationships and commitments 
to family members. 

Economic Stability 

Dr. Juanita Kreps, professor of economics at Duke University and 
former secretary of commerce, presented the closing address of the 
Research Forum. In her speech on Economic Forces arid Family Life, Dr. 
Kreps mapped out several trends such as changing structure and 
sizes of families, rates of inflation which are linked to labor force 
activity, the threat of unemployment and family consumption pat- 
terns* 

Kreps also oudined a policy to provide an environment in which 
families are most likely to achieve their economic goals. Public policy 
is a "major force that sets the economic environment in which 
families make important decisions," she said. For example, those 
decisions include how much to work and how much to stay at home, 
when to save, when and what to consume, who performs which 
family and work roles. The overriding government objective, accord- 
ing to Dr. Kreps, has to be the maintenance of a climate of stability in 
which reasonable plans are not subverted by extreme swings in the 
economy 

FactuidBasc 

In the months that followed, the White House Conference on 
Families benefited gready from the meeting. The wealth of informa- 
tion contained in the research papers was shared with each Confer- 
ence delegate in booklets on the four major topic areas (Families and 
Economic Well-Being, Families: Challenges and Responsibilities, 
Families and Human Needs, and Families and Major Institutions). 
Many of the persons who participated in the Forum pr6vided 
valuable background information for the upcoming Conferences, 
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and served as resource persons at the three Conferences, The 
experience of scholars sharing and discussing their findings with 
members of social service organizations and community agencies 
created a climate of understanding which enhanced the entire 
Conference process. The Forum helped lay an informed and factual 
base for the Conferences which followed. 

Informative and stimulating research papers were also pre- 
sented by: 



Structural Diversity of Families and 
Households 

• Dr. Mary Jo Bane 

Families and Older People: Some Myths, 
Some Realities 

• Dr. Robert N. Butler 

Changes in Economic Aspects of 
Family Life 

• Dr. Marilyn M. Dunsing 

linage Parenthood and 
Family Support 

• Dr. Frank E Furstenberg, Jr. 

The Impact of Public Policies on 
Families: How Do We Measure It? 

• Dr. Ruth Hubbell 

Social Services: Child Welfare Services 

• Dr. Alfred Kahn 

• Dr. Sheila Kamerman 

Families and the Workplace 

• Dr. Rosabeth Kanter 

• Dr. Allan Cohen 




The Impact of Employment 
Discrimination on the Family 

• Dr. Dorothy Newman 

Substance Abuse 

• Dr. Mitchells. Rosenthal 

Income Maintenance and Financial 
Assistance to Families 

• Dr. Alvin Schorr 

Family Support Networks and 
Family Values 

• Dr. Carol B. Stack 

Family Violence 

• Dr. Barbara Star 

Positive Family Functioning 

• Dr. Marvin Sussman 

Housing Problems of Families 

• Dr. Anthony Yezer 

The presentations at the Research 
Forum will be available late this fall in a 
publication co-sponsored by the WHCF 
and the Office for Families of the Depart- 
ment of Health and Human Services. 
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•ational organizations played a key role in the activities of 
the White House Conference on Families. Long before the 
White House Conference, many groups were advocating 
more sensible and sensitive treatment of families by pol- 
icymakers and major institutions. Early on, the Advisory Committee 
sought ways to involve national organizations and their members in 
conference activities. 

On September 11, 1979, more than 250 representatives of 
national organizations attended a briefing at the Old Executive 
Office Building in Washington, D.C. WHCF Chairperson Jim Guy 
Tucker and the Conference staff urged national organizations to 
involve their members ^nd affiliates in national hearings, state 
conferences, and other activities. Presidential advisor Stuart 
Eizenstat told the representatives that "national organizations will 
help mobilize national resources to implement the recommenda- 
tions. They can also put pressure on us to do what we ought to do." 
With the active participation of national organizations, the Confer- 
ence can "make a real beginning to develop a federal policy more 
sensitive to families," he said. 

During the fall and winter of 1979-80, the Conference staff held 
fifteen briefings for several hundred national organizations clus- 
tered by their particular interests. Group representatives learned 
more details about Conference events, reported on their own ac- 
tivities, and exchanged ideas and information on family issues. 

Coalitions 

Four coalitions with different agendas and constituencies demon- 
strated a continuing interest in the Conference: 

• Catholic Coordinating Committee for the WHCF: This group 
of several Catholic groups sought to support the Conference and 
involve Catholics in Conference Activities. 

• Coalition for the White House Conference on Families: This 
diverse group of 50 national religious, advocacy and social service 
organizations formed to monitor and encourage participation in the 
WHCF. 



IVends 
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• HEW Coalition: This coalition of major Black social service and 
professional organizations sought to insure Black participation and 
attention to issues affecting Black families. 

• Pro-Family Coalition: This group of conservative and "new 
right'* organizations sought to mobilize participation around issues 
such as definition of a family and abortion. 

State Activitiesy AULarge Delegates 

National organizations and their state and local affiliates were 
deeply involved in organizing and assisting with state conferences 
and encouraged their members to attend. As part of this effort, tens 
of thousands of pieces of Conference literature were distributed by 
dozens of organizations such as the National Association of Social 
Workers, the American Life Lobby, the American Public Welfare 
Association, the Epilepsy Foundation of America, the National 
Council of Churches, the Eagle Forum, Family Service Association of 
America, the National Council of Jewish Women, and the YMCA. 
Other organizations featured Conference activities in their newslet- 
ters and journals. Groups such as the Cooperative Extension Service, 
the American Association of University Women, the Junior Leagues, 
and Parent-Teachers Associations helped organize state activities and 
provided much-needed assistance with mailings, registration, trans- 
portation, and child care. 

In addition to their participation at the state level, national 
organizations submitted hundreds of nominations for at-large dele- 
gates and observers to the Conference's national sessions. Approxi- 
mately 65 of the 310 at-large delegates represented large national 
organizations, and representatives from more than 200 national 
organizations sent official observers to one of the three conferences. 
Acting primarily through the major coalitions, national groups were 
deeply involved in organizing delegates by particular interests at all 
three conferences. 

Issue Priorities 

As part of the issue development process, national organizations 
were asked to ideiftify up to five issues they believe will be most 
important to families in the 1980s, together with policy, program, 
and strategy recommendations. The 133 responses were printed in 
the National Organizations Resource Book which was distributed to 
Conference delegates. This enabled national organizations to com- 
municate their priorities and recommendations directly to the dele- 
gates without editing or censorship. 

Special issue papers were prepared by several organizations 
such as Anierican Association of Retired Persons/National Retired 
Teachers Association (AARP/NRTA) and the American Family Na- 
tional Action Overview which jointly prepared a special paper on the 
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|i I family and aging. The National Council on Family Relations pre- 
f ; pared a packet of papers on a variety of issues. 
V - National organizations took leading roles in stimulating nation- 
^ ; w discussion. Some groups have made the Conference a 

public policy priority for 1980 and 1981 or, in the case of the 
; American Personnel and Guidance Association, used "families" as 
; the theme of their national convention. "It's All in the Family" was 
the theme of a conference sponsored by Delta Sigma Theta, and the 
Legal Defense Fund of the National Organization of Women spon- 
sored a national assembly on the future of the family which involved 
more than 2,000 participants. 

ReUgjuBus Partiapants 

Religious groups were especially active in Conference activities. At a 
meeting of the Southern Baptist Convention, Tucker commented, 
"As weVe gone across this country, families have said they expect 
more, and get more, from their churches and synagogues than any 
other institution. Families find irreplaceable strength, support and 
values within their religious beliefs, practices and traditions." The 
Catholic Church designated 1980 as the "Year of the Family" and the 
1980s as the "Decade of the Family." The U.S. Catholic Conference 
held a national meeting on family ministry and family education. 
The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints continues to 
emphasize the importance of family values in its programs, especially 
*Tamily Time.*" Lutheran Church Women entered their third year of 
family emphasis in which they are conducting hundreds of seminars 
throughout the United States. The American Jewish Committee, 
which has established a Center for the Family, held ceremonies in 
March, 1980, marking the opening of its National Jewish Family 
Center. A speaker at the event. Tucker said, "If we are to help 
families, we must build on these natural supports which revolve 
around our own families, our religious traditions and ethnic heri- 
tage, our neighborhoods, and local community" 

At the American Family Forum sponsored by the Free Congress 
Foundation in July, 1980, Chairperson Tucker told delegates, "No 
American institution receives more lip service and less help than the 
family." He challenged them "to move beyond the rhetorical fire- 
works to help move this country and its institutions to a more 
respectful and sensitive policy toward our most important and 
neglected resource — our families." Other examples of conferences 
held on families were the Seminar on Families sponsored by the Boy 
Scouts of America and the Pro-Family Conference held in Long 
Beach, California. Conference leadership spoke to dozens of major 
groups on the Conference. 

Some organizations sponsored unique projects. For example, 
the Los Angeles-based United Neighborhood Organization (UNO) 



The pro- 
family people think that 
the best way to help the 
family is to get ue 
government out of 
family life« 

Connaught Marshner. 
Chairman. Pro-Family Coalition 



We believe 
the most significant 
result of the White 
House Ckinference on 
Families was to put 
American families 
firmly on the national 
agenda. 

Catholic Committee for the White 
House Conference on Families 
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Ithink 
there was more 
consensus than 
controversy; If you take 

the top Issues of this 
conference^ we have the 

beginnings of a new 
social policy discussion, 

Ii>e Giordano. Chain Cnaliiinn for (he 
Vlitte House Conference on Families 



conducted a series of house meetings from which they concluded 
that families are most concerned about economic issues. UNO 
culminated its project with a "Celebration of Families" for more than 
2,000 participants. The American Occupational Therapy Associa- 
tion produced a film entitled "First, Our Family" The Family Impact 
Seminar evaluated a groundbreaking state and local field project to 
analyze how local policies affect families. Sidney Johnson, a member 
of the WHCF National Advisory Committee and director of the 
Family Impact Seminar, called the project a "practical test in the real 
world of the family impact analysis approach to policy making." 

National organizations are expected to play an important role in 
the Conference implementation period, conducting education, lob- 
bying and other activities focused on the Conference recommenda- 
tions and the needs of families. 
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Under the leadership of Donald V. Seibert, WHCF deputy 
chair, and chairman and chief executive officer of JCPenney 
Company, Inc., the Corporate Task Force was organized to 
stimulate and coordinate business involvement in the Con- 
ference. It also served as a means to discuss work place issues within 
the business community, to recruit at-large delegates and expertise 
from business, and to coordinate financial and in-kind support from 
the corporate sector. 

The Task Force consisted of some 30 major corporations — 
ranging from RCA to Citibank to the American Council on Life 
Insurance — and met on an ongoing basis to discuss the Conference 
process and family issues related to the workplace. As part of this 
effort, the Task Force commissioned its own personnel policy study 
on the workplace. In March, 1980, the group produced the research 
document "Corporations and the Family in the 1980's," a com- 
prehensive examination of work/family issues in America. 

Significantly, workplace issues emerged as the most strongly 
supported issue of the three White House Conferences. Delegates 
consistendy called for measures to make personnel policies more 
sensitive to families, including more flexible job schedules, improved 
sick leave policies, maternal leave policies, the possibility of part-time 
employment opportunities, and child care for workers. 

Following the Conferences, the Corporate Task Force formed 
the nucleus of a group of representatives from some of the nation's 
largest employers who met at the White House in late October, 1980, 
for the WHCFs first major implementation effort. After a briefing 
on Conference workplace recommendations, the group listened to a 
panel of business executives describe a range of family-related 
personnel policies and programs underway at their companies. 
Featured speakers at the briefing included WHCF Chair Jim Guy 
Tucker, Donald Seibert, Presidential Assistant Anne Wexler and 
Commerce Secretary Philip M. Klutznick. 

As prime mover of this advocacy project, the Corporate Task 
Force promised to be an important factor in anticipated activities 
during the remainder of the six-month Conference implementation 
period. 




Donald V Seibert, chairman and chief 
executive officer of the JCPenny Company, 
served as deputy chair of the WHCF and 
chaired the Business Task Force. 



of special 
interest to business is 
the fact that the number 

one Conference 
reconunendation deals 

with the impact of 
workplace policies on 

families. Of the 150 
recommendations, the 
most important is right 
in our own area of 
responsibility. 

Donald V. Seibert. CEO. JCPenney. in 
a letter to the business community 
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General Motors executive William N. Noack 
directed WHCF public affairs actwities. 



Men's and 
women's needs have 
got to be met so they 
can combhie family 

and work 
responsibilities, and 
are not torn apart 
by them* 

Lynda Zengcrle. Los AngeUs 7Im« 

99 ' 



Al Wakefield, vice president of persomivl for 
Avon Products, makes a point at Business Task 
Force meeting as Judith Connor of Pan Am 
listejis. 
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The White House Conference on Families dealt with issues 
that touch on virtually every aspect of government. Its 
success would not have been possible without the coopera- 
tion and assistance of a wide range of federal departments, 
agencies and programs. They provided resource persons, specially 
prepared reference material, and assistance with hearings and other 
Conference activities. 

In October of 1979, President Carter called on each federal 
department to assist the White House Conference on Families. His 
mandate established an Interagency Task Force to coordinate this 
government-wide support. The response was excellent. More than 
50 federal departments and agencies met at the White House in 
November, 1979, to hear about Conference plans and needs. Over 
the course of the year their contributions were invaluable. 

The White House: President and Mrs. Carter gave unfailing sup- 
port for the Conference. They hosted a White House reception for 
the National Advisory Committee in July of 1979. The President 
opened the Baltimore White House Conference. Mrs. Carter key- , 
noted the Kansas Conference on Families and Vice President Mon- 
dale met with the National Task Force. Domestic Policy Adviser 
Stuart Eizenstat keynoted the Research Forum, addressed the Na- 
tional Organization briefing and National Task Force. Key White 
House staff made themselves available as resource persons to the 
Conference. The White House Office on Administration produced 
the booklet "Listening to America's Families" and provided impor- 
t?int technical assistance on the Final Report and several newsletters. 
The White House Drug Office developed special materials on 
family-based treatment of drug abuse. 

Health and Human Services: Secretary Patricia Roberts Harris 
established a liaison group to provide full support and assistance to 
the Conference within HHS, the lead agency for the. White House 
Conference on Families. Secretary Harris opened the Washington 
Hearings and keynoted the Los Angeles White House Conference. 
The regional offices of the Department provided invaluable assist- 
ance with WHCF hearings, and the three White House Conferences. 
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HUD Secretary Moon Ldridrieu (r) announced 
nationwide study of discrimination against 
families at Connecticut hearings. 



The Department detailed staflF to assist with Conference activities 
and provided essential administrative and program support. The 
Administration for Children, Youth and Families, under the leader- 
ship of Jack Calhoun and Laura Miller, provided essential support. 

Housing and Urban Development: As its contribution to the White 
House Conference on Families, HUD undertook the first com- 
prehensive study of restictive rental practices as they afiFect families 
with children. This major research initiative was announced by 
Secretary Moon Landrieu at the Connecticut Hearings and the 
results were released at the Los Angeles White House Conference on 
Families and the National task Force Meeting in Washington. The 
results of this monumental study. Housing our Families, is available 
from HUD, 

National Endowment for the Humanities: The National Research 
Forum on Family Issues was made possible by a grant from NEH. 
This unique event brought together leading scholars with state 
coordinators, policy makers, and national organizations in an intense 
two-day dialogue on vvhat we know about families. 

National Endowment for the Arts: A highlight of each of the three 
Conferences was the cultural event celebrating families. These cele- 
brations involving local artists and performers were made possible in 
part by a grant from the NEA. 

Agriculture: USD A made available two part-time detailees to the 
WHCF to insure that the Conference drew on the experience and 
expertise within the Cooperative Extension Service and that the 
concerns of rural families were a part of the WHCF. 

The National Institute on Drug Abuse: Working in conjunction 
with the National Institute on Alcohol and Alcoholism and the 
National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect, the NIDA sponsored a 
series of Conference-related three-day workshops for state and local 
staff of drug abuse, alcohol abuse and child protection agencies. 
These workshops, held in conjunction with the three White House 
Conferences on Families, were designed to support the Conference 
themes: Family Strengths and Supports and Families with Special 
Needs. 

Commerce: The Commerce Department and the Census Bureau 
produced an extremely useful :hartbook for delegates. This booklet 
outlines the realities of American family life and charts the pres- 
sures and changes affecting families over the last 25 years. 

Community Services Administration: CSA worked to ensure low- 
income voices were heard on issues affecting families. They pre- 
pared a series of issue papers on low-income concerns. 
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pDcfensc: Arm)^ Navy and Air Force provided bands and color 
giiarcb the Conferences as well as assistance in delegate transpor- 
1^;; tadbti and transcription of hearings. 

ll^^TatiQ^ NIMH produced a two- 

I^Sypiumie study on family mental health issues entitled Families Today. 
I !These groundbreaking studies point to important pressures on 
^ £aimilies in the mental health area. 

^^■-■ythe Department of Justice and Interior: These departments also 
• provided assistance in recording and transcribing the WHCF hear- 
i ings. 

The Veterans Administration: The VA provided services for the 
handicapped at all three Conferences. 

StafiP Assistance: In addition, several government departments 
i provided staflF on a loan basis to help with Conference activities. 
• : They included: 

• Department of Agriculture 

; • Department of Health and Human Services 

• Department of Labor 

• Office of Personnel Management 

• National Archives 

Other federal agencies supplied resource material and other 
assistance in developing Conference reports. This broad coopera- 
tion was crucial in light of the Conference's tight budget and time- 
line. These government- wide eflForts will continue as the Conference 
moves into its implementation and advocacy activities. 
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The Media: 





While thousands of Americans participated directly in the 
White House Conference on Families, literally millions 
followed the Conference's year-long series of meetings 
and events through the news media. More than 600 
journalists attended the three Conferences and generated tens of 
thousands of stories over the course of the year. 

In addition to news coverage in virtually every major U.S. 
newspaper, the Conference was reported extensively in syndicated 
cohimns, editorials, national news magazines, and on television and 
radio. The media's involvement also extended beyond reporting to 
encourage participation in Conference activities. A variety of public 
service announcements and newspaper editorials, for example, 
urged public participation and support of the WHCF hearings and 
state activities. Special reports to expand the Conference's listening 
process included the Better Haines and Gardem Magazine poll on family 
issues which generated 2,000 responses, and Weekly Reader Magazine's 
survey of 4,000 grade school youngsters that found divorce to be 
their greatest family concern. 

Among the most consistent and widely read reporting on the 
Conference was a series of stories that appeared in The New York 
Times. It included accounts of all major events of the WHCF with 
particular emphasis on the three White House Conferences. Net- 
work television audiences gained insights to the Conference through 
two documentaries— an hour-long NBC special narrated by Edwin 
Newman and a CBS half-hour program hosted by Douglas Edwards. 

The weekly new magazines devoted considerable space, includ- 
ing US. Nexus World Report's cover story on American families 
featuring the Conference and an editorial commending the objec- 
tives of the WHCF Neivsxueek -an an early story and provided 
coverage of the White House Coi^ierence as did Time. 

No news organizations gene.: ted coverage to more readers 
than Associated Press and United 1 ? ^ss International. AP and UPI 
both covered the leading events of the WHCF and produced scores 
of stories that appeared in hundreds of U.S. daily and weekly 
newspaper? The Chmtian Science Monitor featured the Conference in 
a special four-part series on families, and profiles on WHCF Chair- 
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mn Jim Guy liicker app^^ in the Philadelphia Inquirer and 
q()fe magazine. Other national newspapers which ran news cover- 
e aiid features included the Washington Post, the Los Angeles Times, 
d the Chicago Trilmne. 

Some of the most reflective and wide-reaching reporting on the 
inference was provided by nationally syndicated columnists Ellen 
Kxlman, Carl Rowan, William Raspberry, Daniel Schorr, and 
mes J, Kilpatrick. 

Major Conference findings also received wide coverage on 
tional television news programs. Jim Guy Tucker announced 
iority concerns from the national hearings and discussed top 
HCF recommendations in two appearances on NBC's "Today." He 
o commented on the Gallup survey results during an interview on 
JS s "Morning News." George Gallup, Jr. analyzed the poll findings 
the Cable News Network's first day of broadcasting. 

WHCF spokespersons appeared on dozens of local and national 
erview programs, including "Larry King Show," CBS's "What's 
ippening/' the "700 Club," and the Mutal Black Network. Reli- 
)us, minority, and women's publications followed the Conference 
>sely, covering issues of concern to their special audiences. 

With the conclusion of the Conference, it became clear the 
idia would play a continuing role in the WHCF process, both as a 
liicle to convey the recommendations to the general public and to 
Dort on the various implementation efforts. 
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new sensitivity to families must be based on facts not 
hunches, on realities not wishful thinking. Because of the 
frequent confusion which surrounds the discussion of fami- 
lies, the WHCF asked the Census Bureau to share with us 
specific data on American Families and the changes aflFecting them. 
They developed for the delegates American Families and Living Ar- 
rangements, a set of 30 charts which pinpoint the realities of families 
today Several charts are included in this Final Report to focus 
attention on key facts on families. 



Chart 1. 

Families, by Type, 
Selected Years 1955-1978 



Number Of 
families 
(in millions) 



Chart 2. 

Living Arrangements of 
tlie Noninstitutional 
Population: 1960, 1970, 
and 1978 

Percent 
100* 
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Chart 5. 

Median Family Income, 
by Presence of CMIdren 
and Type of Family: 1978 



25 



Thousands of dollars (1977 Income) 



Charts. Chart 4. 

One-Parent Families as a Nmnber and Rate of First 

Proportion of All Families Marriages, Divorces and 

Wim Children Present: Remarriages of Women: 

1970 and 1978 1951-1977 
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Chart 6. Chart?. 

Children in Poverty, by Labor Force Participation 

Family Type: 1960, 1970, Rates of Married Women, 

and 1978 Husband Present, by 

Presence and Age of 

Poverty rate (based on income during previous Children: 1950-1978 
year) 
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VWh no children 
under ISyeors 



Witti children 
6 to 17 only 



Witti Children 
under 6 yeors 



Source: U.S Bureou of ttie Census. 
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Charts. 

Labor Force Participation 
Rates of Women 
Maintaining Families^ by 
Presence and Age of 
Children; 1970 and 1978 



Percent in labor force 
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CjCillup Survty: 

An In-Dcpth Look at 
Faniilieft 



A ina|ority 
of Americans support 
changes in tax, health, 
welfare and housing 
laws to give glreater 
consideration 
to families. 

George Gallup. Jr. 
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No single event of the year-long White House Conference on 
Families revealed more about how American families view 
themselves than the Gallup Organization's survey of 
"American Families— 1980." 
Commissioned by the Conference and funded from outside 
sources, the survey— based on in-person interviews with some 1,500 
adults in more than 300 selected locations across the nation — was the 
most comprehensive ever directed at families. In addition to provid- 
ing an objective, in-depth, examination of American opinion on 
family life, the survey, released just prior to the Baltimore confer- 
ence, proved to be effective in directing public attention to family 
issues of broad concern. 

The results of the study were presented at a news conference in 
Washington on June 2, 1980 by WHCF Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker 
and George Gallup, Jr. and were given nationwide coverage by the 
media. 




Dk George Gallup, Jr. 



Importance of Family Life 

Generally the study confirmed the strength and resiliency of families 
and reflected the stresses of contemporary society. It showed that 
nine of ten of the persons questioned are either very satisfied or 
mostly satisfied with their family life and that a clear majority — 61 
percent — believe their families are the most important element in 
their lives. Indeed, in the overview of his detailed findings, Gallup 
wrote: "Any belief that Americans do not place top priority on the 
family and family life is completely refuted by results of this survey 
The findings represent a ringing endorsement of the importance of 
the family in American life." 

Yet the findings also made it clear that all is not well with 
American families today Nearly half the respondents feel family life 
has gotten worse in the last 15 years, and a third are dissatisfied with 
the future facing their families. A full 20 percent said they are aware 
of serious cases of child or spouse abuse where police or social 
workers were called to the scene. 
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Findings 



Importantly, the study confirmed many of the findings of WHCF 
National Hearings and state activities held earlier — that growing 
numbers of citizens are conceri d about government's insensitivity 
to families, that many workplac e policies should be brought more in 
touch with family needs, and that drug and alcohol abuse are 
threatening many families. 

Highlights of the survey included: 

• A majority of Americans support changes in tax, health, welfare 
and housing laws to give greater consideration to families. 

• There is strong support for changes in personnel policies at 
workplaces to help families — including flextime, sick leave for an 
employee if a family member is ill, more part-time employment, 
and the elimination of mandatory overtime. 

• The cost of living, energy costs, and government policies are rated 
the most important problems facing families. 

• Health care assistance for the elderly living at home or with their 
families, assistance to poor families, and consideration of families 
when enacting laws, and making regulations are priority choices 
for governmental action to help families. Others are tax credits for 
families with handicapped children, guaranteed jobs for parents, 
and programs to enforce child support. 

• A majority of Americans support tax credits to businesses and 
community groups to provide child care. A majority also support 
direct government funding of day care centers to help working 
mothers. 

• Large majorities support sex education with parental consent and 
courses in marriage and family life, alcohol and drug abuse and 
parenting in the schools. 

• A majority think television harms family life by over-emphasizing 
violence and sex. 
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In other areas reflecting satisfaction, the survey found that 
seven out of eight employed Americans — 87 percent — are satisfied 
with their jobs and seven out of ten with their children's education. A 
majority — 62 percent — are satisfied with family income, and 84 
percent are ratisfied with their housing. 

There are no significant differences by race in regard to jobs or 
their children's education, but there are wide gaps between the 
satisfaction levels of blacks and whites with regard to income and 
housing. 

The difference in satisfaction levels between whites and blacks 
and other minorities in terms of income is marked — 65 percent of 
the whites, but only 38 percent of the blacks and other minorities 
expressed satisfaction. A similar difierence was found in respect to 
housing, with 86 percent of the whites expressing satisfaction with 
their present housing, compared with only 66 percent of the black 
and other minority respondents. 

Fear of crime is among the most negative effects Americans see 
on the quality of their family life, according to the survey. Declining 
religiouc, moral, and social standards present additional stress and 
conflict within families undermining the quality of family life in the 
minds of many respondents. 

Further, one out of four Americans said they believe alcohol and 
drug abuse are major causes of the high divorce rate in this country. 
Six out of ten survey respondents listed alcohol and drug abuse 
among the three things they thought were most harmful to family 
life. 

The factors most often cited as strengthening the quality o^ 
family life were the interactions between family members with 
neighbors and the surrounding community and religious belief, 
practices, and organizations. Schools and educational programs 
were often mentioned, and significant numbers listed "my job" as a 
positive effect on family life — another indicator of widespread job 
satisfaction across the nation. 

Again on the positive side, in response to "What do you regard 
as the most satisfying thing about your family life?" the most fre- 
quent answers were "children," "closeness," and "just being together." 
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Goverrimerit Mandates 

Significantly, nearly half the respondents said that the Federal 
government has an unfavorable influence on family life. State and 
local governments, the courts and our legal system did not fare much 
better. 

Government actions most widely called for by the respondents 
were: 

• The government should provide health care assistance to elderly 
people living at home or with their families — not just to those in 
hospitals and nursing homes. (76%) 

• Tax laws should be changed so that a married couple does not have 
to pay more in taxes than an unmarried couple in the same 
income bracket who are living together. (83%) 

• Tax credits should be given to help meet part of child care costs 
incurred by families with working parents. (70%) 

• State laws which refuse or reduce financial assistance to poor 
families if the father is living at home, even if he is unemployed or 
not capable of supporting his family, should be changed. (70%) 

• Housing discrimination against families with children or against 
single-parent families should be prohibited. (57%) 

Overall, there was strong support for efforts to make govern- 
ment more overtly aware of its impact on families and build such a 



process into regular decision-making. The recommendations ulti- 
mately adopted by the three White House Conferences parallel quite 
closely the results of this groundbreaking study The results of the 
Gallup survey and the outcome of the White House Conference on 
Families activities involving 125,000 people point to both a new 
consensus and constituency around making our major institutions 
sensitive to families. 

This Gallup survey was made possible by the generous support 
of American Research, Inc., the van Ameringen Foundation, the 
George Gund Foundation, the W. T. Grant Foundation, and the 
National Council on Family Relations. 
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Barbara Warden, WHCF deputy director for 
process, served as key link to states and 
delegates. 
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In concept and approach, the White House Conference on 
Families marked a significant departure from White House 
Conferences of the past. While several have been productive 
and have led to significant change, most conferences have been 
single events involving appropriately certified experts and scholars, 
and held in Washingtok^, D.C. 

The WHCF National Advisory Committee based its decision to 
hold three White House Conferences on several factors. First the 
issues themselves called for a different approach. It was clear that/he 
answers to problems and concerns facing millions of American 
families across the country were not to be found in the nation's 
Capitol (whe e some of the problems had apparently originated) but 
in the nation itself. 

By going out to the country, the Conference could involve many 
more people and, at the same time, maximize a limited budget that 
could not take the strain of bringing a comparable number of people 
to Washington, D.C. Three White House Conferences also provided 
the opportunity for small group sessions where thirty people could 
be engaged in sharing views and formulating recommendations, as 
opposed to the involvement of a distinct minority of 300 in the 
impersonal setting of an auditorium. 

The Conferences in Baltimore, Minneapolis and Los Angeles 
were preceded by a year of activity that embodied t^ e commitment 
by the NAC to take the Conference to the people. The material 
generated by the national hearings, state activities, and the National 
Research Forum on Family Issues provided the raw material for each 
of the more than 2,000 delegates who traveled to one of the three 
cities. Each delegate received, well before the Conference, a 
notebook containing workbooks on the four major topic areas, a 
summary of the naticmal hearings, a review and text of recommenda- 
tions made at the state level, the Gallup survey on America's families, 
and American Families and Living Arrangements, prepared for the 
WHCF by the Bureau of the Census. 
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] Thursdity 

i To ensure that the outcomes of each Conference could be combined 
into a truly national expression and an action agenda, the format for 
all three Conferences was identical. Each Conference opened on 
Thursday with a welcome from Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker, a 
. moving slide tape presentation on families by Clay Nixon, and a 
; keynote address by a speaker from the highest levels of the Adminis- 
tration, The Conference then moved quickly into four topic sessions 
i: where speakers and a panel of reactors presented delegates with 
: background information and dififering perspectives on each of the 
four major WHCF topic areas. 

After a late afternoon Delegate Forum where delegates could 
speak out on the issues, the Conference moved into Work Group 
Sessions. Assigned by their own preference, delegates met in small 
groups to discuss one of twenty major issues. As in the Topic Sessions 
the emphasis of the Thursday evening work groups remained on 
: exposition of the issues with discussion, but no votes or motions were 
permitted. 

Friday 

The most important work began on Friday morning. Meeting again 
in the 20 Work Group Sessions, the delegates addressed themselves 
to the challenge of developing, adopting and prioritizing three 
specific recommendations on their subject for presentation to the 
four major topic sessions later in the day. 

On Friday afternoon, after a luncheon talk by a speaker of 




were seeing democracy 
in action. There was 
very little personal 
animosity' Detween 
disagreeing gixiups. It 
was veiy good that we 
could express differing 
views and everything 
was settled by votes. 

Marie CnKker, 
Pottstown, Pennsylvania 
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iVe been to 
conferences where 
three-fourths of the 
people remain silent 
and let the other fourth 
do all the talking* Here, 
everybody was talking* 
There was realh' 
enthusiasm. " 

Janet Horner, Lns Angelex Times 



Delegates who spoke at the final voting session 
were selected at random from those who 
submitted card^ indicating their desire to speak 



national renown, the delegates met again in four Topic Groups to 
review and vote on the recommendations they would submit to the 
Plenary Session on Saturday morning for a final vote. Each of the 
Topic Groups approved three recommendations from each Work 
Group for the Plenary Session, yielding a total of 60 possible recom- 
mendations for the Conference to consider At appropriate times 
during the proceedings, delegates were kept abreast of the proceed- 
ings by quickly reproduced material containing recommendations 
and the voting results. 

On Friday night a celebration of families featuring local per- 
formers at e*. h Conference provided delegates with relaxation and a 
welcome break from their intensive all-day sessions. 

Saturday 

Saturday morning began with individual state caucus sessions for last 
minute discussion before voting, then moved into the Plenary Ses- 
sion. Chaired by Jim Guy Tucker, the Plenary set aside specific time 
for each of the four topic areas with delegates chosen by a random 
drawing speaking for or against recommendations on the floor The 
voting was completed by 1:00 p.m. each day 

Early Saturday afternoon, delegates met in state caucuses to 
elect one of their number as a member of the National Task Force 
which would meet in Washington, D.C., August 19-20, 1980 to 
review all the recoi mendations and outline the substance of the 
fins! report. 

The final session was held at 3:00 p.m. on Saturday with the 
Conference Chair sharing the voting results with the delegates. The 
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closing ceremonies included a slidetape presentation consisting of 
photographs from the previous two and a half days against a 
background of Sister Sledge singing "We are Family,*" and a benedic- 
tion. 

More than just the format was identical. At each of the Confer- 
ences, the final moments were invariably emotional ones where men 
and women, most of them strangers to each other only three days 
before, joined hands and sometimes wept in recognition and celebra- 
tion of having joined together in a cause they believe in. 

While their cause overcame deeply felt difiFerences and ulti- 
mately united the delegates at all three sessions, each Conference 
had its own character, its own set of tensions and expectations, its own 
achievements. The foilowing pages attempt to capture those unique 
qualities with brief reviews of the events in Baltimore, Minneapolis, 
and Los Angeles. 



Number of Delegates Attending the White House Conferences 




I I states Attending WHCF in Los Angeles 
MM states Attending WHCF In Minneapolis 
im States Attending WHCF In Boltlmoie 
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Consensus 
rather than controversy 
best describes the 
outcome of the first 
White House 
Conference on Families 
held in Baltimore last 
week — in spite of a 
few fireworks. 

New York Daily News 




Anticipation and excitement ran high the morning of Thurs- 
day, June 5, 1980, as the first of some 670 delegates moved 
toward the registration tables at Baltimore's new Conven- 
. rion Center 

Delegates, state coordinators, members of the National Advi- 
sory Committee and the WHCF staff — all had worked hard for this 
moment. Now, as the first of three White House Conferences on 
Families was about to begin, many of the planners and participants 
felt the nervousness of an actor on opening night. During the next 
two and a half days, their fears would vanish as an intense but 
respectful debate on American families took shape. Family issues 
would appear unde*- the spotlight, but so would President Carter, 
pollster George Gallup, a diverse group of delegates and a marvelous 
array of Baltimore-area cultural talent. 

Thursday: ^Families Need Action^ 
Need Change? 

The delegates were still streaming in at 2 p.m. when the color guard 
struck up the national anthem, officially opening the Conference. 
White House Conference on Families Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker 
welcomed the delegates, sounding a theme he would repeat in 
Minneapolis and Los Angeles. Tucker commended the delegates and 
the state governors for making the Conference possible and chal- 
lenged the group to "search for areas that offer progress and action.'' 
He cautioned delegates against wasting time haggling over divisive 
issues and urged them to turn their attention to issues that "while less 
passionate and volatile, nonetheless touch American families deeply 
and constantly." 

With firm resolve. Tucker reminded the Conference that many 
Americans were watching the Conference, hopeful that it would lead 
to real action. "There are a lot of families counting on you," he said. 
"Families who need action, need change, and have almost despaired 
that government can ever be sensitive to them." 
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After an invocation by the Most Reverend J. Francis Stafford, 
Auxiliary Bishop of the Archdiocese of Baltimore and member of 
the NAC, Coretta Scott King, herself a member of the N AC, told the 
audience that modern pressures on families could not be ignored. 
''As a single parent for the last 12 years, I know some of those 
pressures," she said. "Many families feel terribly vulnerable." Citing 
problems of low-income families, Mrs. King sounded a hopeful note. 
"I have seen the strength of coalitions. I know that people working 
together — concerned citizens, church leaders, elected officials — 
people like us can make things happen." 

After a greeting by Baltimore Mayor William D. Schaefer and a 
poignant slide-tape presentation on American families, the band 
broke into "Hail to the Chief" and President Carter strode to the 
podium to address the Conference he had called for. 

President Carter: ""Offwial America 
Had Lost Touch with 
Family America^ 

Following lighthearted and moving remarks about his own family, 
the President said, **I called for this conference because I was deeply 
concerned that official America had lost touch with family America 
... I hope that we will come out of this conference with a reaffirma- 
tion of families as a fundamental buildingblockof our society. I hope 
we will unite around a commitment to strengthen and not weaken 
families, to help and not hinder families, to lift families up and not 
drag them down." 

Reaffirming his commitment to the Conference, the President 
said, "ril do all I can to ensure that your work does not end just as a 
report on the shelves in Washington. 

"I hope," he continued, "that we will consider not just the 
troubled families, but the families that are okay now and might be 
troubled in the future. And I think the most important thing, 
perhaps, for us to remember is that the members of the family 
themselves are the most likely ones to make the best and the right 
decisions about their own lives." 

The President's personal and direct appeal set the tone and 
mood for the next two and a half days and the following two 
Conferences as well. 

With the opening session concluded, the hard work of the 
Conference began. Delegates first attended one of four topic sessions 
Thursday afternoon and had the o^^^ortunity to hear difiFerent 
points of view on key issues. They could voice their opinions on 
family issues during the delegate forum — an informal "speak-out" 
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Baltimore Conference 

had been stacked^ 
packed and rigged to 
produce these prepared 

affirmations. Fiasco 
No. 2 and Fiasco No. 3 
udn fbUow tiie 
identical scripts. 

James J. Kilpatrick* 
Syndicated Columnist 

g» 




Connaught Marshner, at-large delegate and 
chairman of National Pro-Family Coalition, 
and Marian Wright Edelman, executive 
director of the Children s Defense Fund, 
addressed delegates in Baltimore, 



session--later in the day. Thursday evening, the participants met for 
the first time in twenty workgroup sessions, each covering a set of 
specific issues under one topic area. This was followed by intense 
caucusing late into the evening. 

Friday: ""Family Life Flos 
Gotten Worse"' 

The workgroups convened again Friday morning with the task of 
further discussing and prioritizing specific recommendations on 
each of the sub-issues for presentation to topic sessions later in the 
day. In these small groups delegates could really listen, debate, 
persuade and find common ground. They spent six hours develop- 
ing and refining three recommendations. Their work was typed, 
reproduced and shared with the delegates in their topic sessions. 

At mid-day on Friday, luncheon speaker George Gallup, Jr. 
shared with the :le]egates the results of a national survey on families 
undertaken by the Gallup Organization on behalf of the WHCE His 
speech touched on both the strengths and stresses of modern 
families. 

While there are very high levels of satisfaction with family life in 
the United States, he reported, "forty-five percent of us think family . 
life has gotten worse in the last 15 'years and a third of us are 
dissatisfied with the future facing our families." 

Gallup then sounded a concern that was to come up numerous 
times at the Conferences. "Of things families are asking government, 
the one that impresses me most is the demand that government itself 
become more aware of its own impact on families. If indeed family 
impact statements or other mechanisms result, that in itself will make 
this Conference and this public opinion survey more than worth- 
while." (For full details on the Gallup survey, see page 00.) 

Even as Gallup spoke of the complexities of family life, a group 
of 30 to 40 delegates were gathering in anoiher part of the building 
to protest the proceedings. Opposed to some recommendations 
which were taking shape in the Conference sessions, the group chose 
to leave the Conference later that afternoon, rather than share their 
views and vote on the issues. 

On Friday afternoon, the four topic sessions convened again to 
consider the recommendations that had been forwarded to them 
from the workgroups. Both the smaller groups and the topic sessions 
had been marked by lively, spirited debate which frequently aroused 
deeply felt convictions. In the main, however, a willingness to listen 
and compromise prevailed, prompting one delegate to say, "We 
didn't always agree with everybody in the room, out I think we came 
to respect each other a little more." 
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The delegates paused Friday evening from the busy proceed- 
ings to attend a cultural event of regional talent that became a 
highlight of each Conference. Held at rhe city's Morris Mechanic 
Theatre and sponsored by the National Endowment for the Arts, "A 
Celebration of Families" was a rich portrayal of the unique relation- 
ship between the arts and families. It featured Sylvester Campbell 
and the Maryland Ballet, pianist Ann Saslav of the Baltimore Sym- 
phony who played a duet \vith her daughter, renowned jazz singer 
Ethel Ennis, the Morgan State University Choir, and the Maria 
Morales Spanish Dancers. While the delegates were being enter- 
tained and slept, their work was again retyped and printed for 
distribution the next morning. 

Saturday: Substance Abuse, Home 
Care, Workplace, 
Top Concerns 

On Saturday morning, state delegations met to caucus briefly and 
elect members to the WHCF National Task Force — a group that 
would later summarize recommendations from all three Confer- 
ences. The delegates then moved to the plenary voting session for a 
final showdown on the recommendations. More than 100 delegates 
spoke for and against the recommendations. Their names were 
drawn from a tumbler that contained the names of all delegates who 
wished to speak. The delegate votes were tallied by the computers of 
Control Data Corporation, with final results delivered by mid-after- 
noon. 

Leading the list of recommendations with the strongest support 
at Baltimore were measures calling for: 

1. An increased effort to counter drug and alcohol abuse. 

2. Changes in health care regulations and tax laws to encourage 
home care for the aging. 

3. Major changes in the workplace — such as flextime, more liberal 
leave policies, child care provisions - • to accommodate family 
needs. (Flextime received the greatest number of "strongly 
agree" votes at the Conference.) 

4. Elimination of the "marriage tax" which effectively penalizes 
married couples. 

5. Recognition of full-time homemakers throvgk changes in tax, 
social security and other laws and regulations. 

6. Increase in the choice, availability and quality of child care. 

7. Increased efforts to meet the health needs of families. 

8. Greater recognition of, and assistance to, families with a handi- 
capped member. 




The 

Baltimore delegates 
were credible and 
persuasive because they 
concentraced on 
concerns they knew 
from personal 
experience. 

Minneapolis iribune 
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The 

delegates to the White 
House Conference on 

Families gave 
themselves a standiir/^ 
ovation Saturday at tiie 
conclusion of their 
three-day meeting at 
the Convention Center. 
Tliw deserved it. They 
worked hard. And they 
came to ffrips with 
some of the seminal 
issues &cing the 
American family. 

Baltimore Evening Sun 
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9. EflForts to increase employment opportunities. 

10. Increased attention to, and services for, the prevention of family 
violence. 

1 1. Changes in social security requirements to eliminate bias against 
families. 

12. Reform of foster care and adoption procedures. 

13. Increased emphasis on family life education in schools, as well as 
religious and community institutions. 

14. Increased efforts to deal with teenage pregnancy 

15. Family impact analyses, statements and commissions as part of 
program and pi>licy considerations. 



A Standing Ovation 



In presenting the voting results at the closing ceremonies, Jim Guy 
Tucker commended the delegates on their dedication and diligence. 
"The voting shows there is a deep concern about families that cuts 
across ideological, racial and economic lines," he said. "Here in 
Baltimore, we've seen that peopk can sit down and talk through the 
issues that concern them, then join together in identifying some solid 
directions for the future of their families." 

A slide presentation of scenes from the preceding two and a half 
days to the beat of "We Are Family" filled the hall and brought a 
spontaneous outpouring of emotion and applause. A final prayer 
brought delegates, who had been strangers only days before, to- 
gethei' in clasped hand ? tor a moment of quiet reflection and thanks. 
At its conclusion, there was more applause, much congratulations 
and the shedding of more than a few tears. "They gave themselves a 
standing ovation, and they deserved it," the Baltimore Sun declared. 
The first of threeJWhlte House Conferences on Families was over. 





Congressman Paul Simon of H 'inois 
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Baltimore Conference Contributors 



Plenaty Session 
Participants 

Rabbi Nahum Ben-Nathan 
Beth Jacob Congregation 
Baltimore, Maryland 

Reverend John Bryant 

Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church 

Baltimore, Maryland 

jimmy Carter 

President of the United States 

George GalJup, President 
The Gallup Organization, Inc. 

Guadalupe Gibson, Deputy Chair, NAC 
Associate Professor of the Worden School of 

Social Service 
Our Lady of the Lake University 
San Antonio, Texas 

Kalman "Buzzy" Hettleman 
Secretary, Department of Human Resources 
Baltimore, Maryland 

Coretta Scott King, Deputy Chair, NAC 
President, Martin Luther King Center for 
Social Change ' 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Maryann MahafTey, Deputy Chair, NAC 
President Pro Tern, Detroit City Council 
Detroit, . Mich iga n 

William Donald Schaefer 

Mayor, City of Baltimore 
Baltimore, Maryland 

Bishop J. Francis Stafford 
Auxiliary Bishop 
Archdiocese of Baltimore 
Baltimore, M^^ryland 

Jim Guy Tucker, Chairperson , 
National Advisory Committee 
White House Conference on Families 
Uttle Rock, Arkansas 

^^^^SessMonT^^^^^ 

Participants 



Families and Economic 
Well-Beihg 

Moderator: 

Mario Cuomo, Deputy Chair, NAC 
Lt, Governor 
State of Nero York 



Presenter: » 

Dr. Isabel Sawhill 

Director, Employment and Labor Policy 
The Urban Institute 
Washington, D.C. 

Reactors: 

Gloria Johnson 

Director, Education and Women s Activities 
International Union of Electrical Radio and 
Machine Workers, AFL-CIO 

R. Morton Darrow 
Vice President, Public Affairs 
Prudential Insurance Company 
Newark, New Jersey 

Votiag Session Moderator: 

Rashey B. Moten, NAC 
Executive Director 
Kansas City Catholic Charities 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Families: Challenges and 
Responsibilities 

Moderator: 

Dr. Betty Caldwell, NAC 
Professor and Director 

Center for Early Development and Education 
University of Arkansas 
Little Rock, Arkansas 

Presenter: 

Dr. David Mace 
Director of Enrichment 
School of Pastoral Care 
North Carolina Baptist Hospital 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 

Reactors: 

Marlene Mitchell 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Senator Francis X. Kelly 
State of Maryland 
Timonium, Maryland 

Voting Session Moderator: 
Jim Guy Tucker, Chairperson 

The White House Conference on Families 
Little Rock, Arkansas 

Families and Human Needs 

Moderator: 

Dr. Guadalupe Gibson, NAC 
San Antonio, Texas 



Presenter: 

Marian Wright Edehnan 
Director, Childreyis Defense Fund 
Washington, D.C. 

Reactors: 

Sheila Kamerman 

Associate Professor 

Social Policy and Social Planning 

School of Social Work 

Columbia, University 

Connie Marshner 
Director of Family Policy Division 
Pro-Family Coalition 
Washijigtou, D.C. 

Voting Session Moderator: 
Harrietie P. McAdoo, N.AC 
Professor 

School of Social Work 
Howard University 
\Washi7igtou, D.C. 

Families and Major 
Institutions 

Moderator: 

Rashly Moten 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Prese|nter: 

Con^essman Paul Simon 
Hot^se of Repre.sentatives 
Washington, D.C. 

Reactors: 

Christy Hasting.s 
Ardmore, Pennsylvania 

Reverend Ron Sailor 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Patsy Mink, NAC 
National President 
Americans for Democratic Action 
Honolulu, Hawaii 



Work Group 
Moderators 

Paul Barlow 

Arli^igton, Virginia 

Toni Btickson 
Washington, D.C. 
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Eugene Calderoii 
New York, New York 


rvaiiiiccii riicuiiidii 

Baltimore, Maryland 


^ourincy riagncy 
Washington, D.C. 


Lucia Edmonds 
Washington, D.C. 


JUIIII OlaL 

Baltimore, Maryland 


Rill I^oMov 

Dill t^euey 
Washington, D.C. 


\lcki Emerson 
Washington, D.C. 


Paul niirk 

1 alii 

Washington, D.C. 


rVIICC JdCUUd 

Washington, D.C. 


Joan Garcia 
Washington, D.C. 


I ijrrv r^ross 
Lj<i It y 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 


Rick Johnson 
Washington,.D.C. 


Nnrmn l^lii/'lt sf*»m 

Jessup, Maryland 


vince riuicnins 
Washington, D.C. 


Sheila Kainernian 

Washington, D.C. 


Tohn Hallen 

Washington, D.C. 


AlfrpH Kihn 

New York, New York 


xLiuaoetn ivcitn 
Washington, D.C. 


Elda Inoue 

Washington, D.C. 


V luUlIllll C UC ^ld3LI\ u y 

University Park, Pennsylvania 


iviarind t^enurlCN 
Washington, D.C. 


Anajankowski 
Washington, D.C. 


IVCC iViaCf (11 liIIlU 

Washington, D.C. 


Linda Kovalesky McLanc 
Washington, D.C. 


Zandy Leibowitz 
Washi^igton, D.C. 


A IlCUULIIct \^UIIl3 

Washington, D.C. 


Washington, D.C. 


Buford Macklin 
Washington, D.C. 


Phillinc 

Washington, D. C. 


Liaurci iviiiicr 
Vyoj/im^on, D.C. 


R nth \f ^ vHpn 
Birmingham, Pennsylvania 


Washington, D.C. 


juciy Koiiins 
Washington, D.C. 


Dorothv McKinnev 
New York, New York 


1 iiyiiid i\.u\iiic 
Washirigton, D.C. 


x^ay omun 
Washington, D. C. 


Pniil Pnrk«; 

K ClUl K Cll 1x3 

Boston, Massachusetts 


uaniei oacns 
Washington, D.C. 


Christine Valarde 
Washington, D.C. 


George Penick 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 


Margaret Sims 
Washington, D.C. 


Cindy Waring 
Washington, D.C. 


Sam Phillips 

Vi'asnington, U. C. 


Cecile Smull 

Washington, D.C. 


Wesley Watkins 
Washington, D. C. 


Robert Rowc 
ijcuicMiu, i\iuryiunci 


June Zeitlin 

Wasfitngton, D.C. 




Melinda Sprague Mackenzie 

t 1 im,ciufi, lytw jeiitcy 

Connie Sutton 
wasningion, u.i^. 


Washington, D.C. 


Arthur Gnmnf 

Iv ntriPFinP T^rt hcrt n 

Washington, D. C. 




T^awnf* Ratp^' 

" Washington, D.C. 


Henrv Kendall 
Sevema Park, Maryland 


David Biegel 

Baltimore, Maryland 


l^nrni Rlnnmnf*rcT 

Washington, D.C. 


Baltimore, Maryland 


Virginia BMrke 
Washington, D.C. 


Sara Brogan 
Washington, D.C. 


RpvAnnp l^occ 

Alexandria, Virginia 


Lee L Dogoloff 
Washington, D.C. 


Ann Bryant 
Washington, D.C. 


Barbara Scherlis 
Baltimore, Maryland 


Catherine East 
Washingto7t, D.C. 


Melanie Eyre 
Washington, DX. 


Edith S. Stidman 

Baltimore, Maryland 


Diana Elms 
Washington, D.C. 


Carol Gai.rty 
Washington, D.C. 


Catherine Wittman 

Washington, D.C. 
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Baltimore Conference Delegates 



Delegates 

Connecticut 



Nan T Abcll 
Riverside 

Raymond F. Beauregard 
Newington 

Rev. Thomas F. Bennett 
Meriden 

R. Samuel Clark 
Granby 

David O Cunningham 
Hartford 

Anne>DiIIon C. Dalton 
West Hartford 

Pierre M. L. Desilets 
Putnam 

Claire B. Gallant 
Stony Creek 

Luna Leach 
VVestpon 

Julie Marshall 
New Haven 

Mary Ellen McGuire 
East Haven 

Julio Morales. Jr. 
Canton 

Jacqueline O'Brien 
Higganum 

Ltilian Ortiz 
Hartford 

Midge Ramsey 
Hartford 

Gilbert D. Ruzier 
Stamford 

Perl Miller Schaen 
Norwich 

Norma H. .^chatz 
Avon 

Princess Rosa Marie Scribncr 
^ Norwich 

Laura Lee Simon 
West port 

Ronald Tanguay 
Middlebury 

Maria Isabel Vazquez 
Hartford ' 

Duira B. Ward 
Cos Cob 

Gcraidine White 
New r/avcn 

Leslie E. Wright 
Newingloi^ 

Delaware 

Mary Seabrouk Brown 
Dover 

Veronica K. Cannon 
Greenwood 



Shirley C. Horcwiiz 
Wilmington 

Margaret E. McGee 
Wilmington 

RnbertJ. Mitchell 
Wilmington 

Patricia Tanner Nelson 
Newark 

Freddie A. Rios 
Wilmington 

John E Walton, Sr 
Magnolia 

Lavem G. E. Wilt 
Newark 

William D. Woodhall 
Lewes 

Washington, D.C. 

Karl D. Banks 
Washington, D.C 

Rev Joaquin Ba/an 
Washington, D.C. 

Barbara Eck 
'Washington. D.C. 

A. Billyjones 
Washington, D.C. 

Dolores Jordan 
Washington. D.C. 

Ngina Lythcutt 
Washington. D.C. 

Vanessa Marshall 
Washington. D.C. 

Judith Pohlhaus 
Washington, D.C. 

Ted Prahinski 
Washington D.C. 

Tcrrancc Scanlon 
Washington, D.C. 

Edward Smith 
Washington. D.C. 

Benjamin Thomas 
Wasnington. D.C. 

Juanita Thorton 
Washington, D.C. 

Florida 

Armando Alejandro 
Miami 

S. T. Brooks 
TitusviHc 

Jeanne L. Buchei* 
Jacksonville 

Eddie Lee Burroughs 
Tampa 

Charles T. Canady 
Lakeland 

Rev. Eugene Casserly 
Peiisacola 

Evelyn Clayton 
Gulf Breeze 



Jacqueline B. Clemens 
Tallahassee 

Donald Cuvo 
Mk^mi 

Myra Fan- 
Miami Beach 

Sarah Greene 
Sarasota 

Stanley G. Grecnslein 
North Miami Beach 

Su/anna Gunzburger 
Hollywood 

Calvin D. Harris 
St. Petersburg 

Miki Harrison 
Tallahassee 

Bruce Harter 
Tillahassee 

Carolyn Hawkins 
Mia:ni 

Coirina Hernandez 
N a piles 

Mar>- W Hicks 
Tallahassee 

Clair Holston 
Orlando 

Carolyn Huckshorn 
Boca Raton 

Dr. Juvenal Labarga 
Miami 

Jan Lei bin 
Altamont Springs 

'essie Lester 
J.icksonville 

Ron Lewwallen 
Coral Gables 

Patricia Lorrier 
E^-'lIc Glade 

Elizabeth L. Metcalf 
Coral Gables 

Will Michaels 
St. Petersburg 

V.James Navitsky 
Stuart 

Peter O'Donnell 
Tallahassee 

Judge Frank Orlando 
Ft. Lauderdale 

Flo Nell Ozell 
Jacksonville 

Deborah Piowaty 
Fort Pierce 

Sue Pins 
Orlando 

A. Uon Polhill 
Riverview 

Elizabeth Puncke 
Homestead 

Rosemary Ri.shel 
Miami 



Delia Sanchez 
TampE 

Jcannette Fnrhs Sasilior 
Tampa 

Joel M. Sleiii M.D. 
Jacksonville 

Alviti Taylor 
Tallhassec 

Carlos Thurdekoos 
Tanipa 

Georgia Ulseth 
West ralm Beach 

Diane Van Werl 
Ormand Beach 

George Welch 
Miami 

Mrs. Paul White 
Winter Haven 

Gwen Yates 
Jacksonville 

Dr Barbani Young 
Cocoa 

Georgia 

Mary Loui.se .Austin 
Atlanta 

Betty S. Boland 
Athens 

Cathy F. Bowers 
Macon 

Myrtice Carey 
Lexington 

Ellen Clairborne 
Oalton 

Rev. Greg Clements 
Sard is 

Curtis Cooper 
Savannah 

Margaret Miller Curtis 
Atlanta 

Sue Ella Deadwyler 
Stone Mountain 

Therry N. Deal 
MilJedgeville 

Dr. Jordan Dean 
Decatur 

Dr. Ouida W. Dickey 
Mount Berry 

Jualynne E. Dodson 
Atlanta 

Marjorie P. Durdeii 
Columbus 

Ondiiia S. Gonzalez 
Mount Berry 

Herbert H. Goree 
Douglas vilie 

Duane Grice 
Augusta 

Sandra Grice 
Augusta 



\'irginia Thomas Halt 
Doerun 

Cheatham E. Hodges. Jr. 
.Augusta 

C. Randy Humphrey 
Atlanta 

Betty O. Huiehins 
Macon 

Ruth Lee 
Springfield 

Harris Kaiidel Leniini 
Savannah 

Herbert .Maliry 
Ailantli 

Evelyn D. McCniv 
Ft. Valley 

Marlene Pen»;on Mitchell 
/\tlanta 

George Plutnnier 
.Albany 

•Addie Stdtt Powell 
.Augusta 

Walker Homer Reddii'k 
Macon 

Russell H. Richardson 
Chamblee 

Ron Sailor 
Atlanta 

Gregory Stalls 
Atlanta 

J. D. Stewart 
Ringold 

Zelda B. Tenenbaum 
Savannah 

Cindi Weatherly 
Wat kin svi lie 

iJnda Williams 
.Atlanta 



Maine 



Har\'e7 Bennan 
Cape Llizalx'th 

Johnnie Cancclarich 
Presqii«.» Island 

Cushman Anthony 
South Portland 

Peter Cyr 
Portland 

Dawn Degenhardi 
Houlton 

Thonjas Godfrey 
Addi.son 

Barbara Jabaut 
Ajiburn 

Freeman Morcy 
Cosligan 

Michael R. Petit 
Augusta 

Connie Roux 
Lewiston 
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Massachusetts 



Jim Shuie 
Bangor 

lane Tain tor 
Lcwiston 

Linda Whitcomb 
Augusta 

Maryland 

Amv Blank 
CocKcysvillc 

Harry F. Bonhls 
Gaithersburg 

Mary Bailey Bowen 
Silver Spring 

Anthony Brooks . 
Hollyvrood 

. Marge Capecci 
Baltimore 

Rose A. Cobb 
Suitiand 

Paul Deaoun 
Baltimore 

James W. Duncan. Jr. 
Baltimore 

Agatha M. Forte 
Baltimore 

Tuwanda Gray 
Brandywine 

Elizabeth A. Green 
Nonh East 

Jill Moss Greenberg 
Hyattsvillc 

Rev. Frederick James Hantia 
Reisterstown 

Rev. Chailes F Kirkiey 
Kensington 

Mary De Kuypcr 
Baltimore 

Fernando L. Leon 
Hyattsville 

Elena I. Manzanera 
Columbia 

John Lewis McAdoo 
Columbia 

Robert D. Merrick 
Cumberland 

Sally; Michel 
Baltimore 

Carl F. Middlcdorf 
Silver Spring 

Janet R. Perkins 
Easton 

Nii)£<RawIings, M.D. 
Baltimore 

Vincent D. Rougeau 
Wheaton 

Sheila Thompson 
Walkcrsville 

Jean VV. Toomer 
Columbia 

Malvin M. Utleyc, Jr. 
California 

Ernestine Wormwood 
Rockville 



Laurentia Allen 
SpringBeld 

Samuel Asci 
Brockton 

Richard P Belleville 
Spencer 

Rita M. Brayden 
Newton Centre 

Frank H. Buntin 
SpringBeld 

Mary Rita Burke 
Cohassct 

Mary Louise Burkhart 
West wood 

Lonnie Canon 
Newtonville 

Beverly J. Ciclnitky 
DaUon 

Rev. Richard Craig 
Boston 

Margaret A. Curry 
Worcester 

Dr. John Jefferson Davis 



S. Hamilton 

Mary R Dean 
North Adams 

Kevin T. Diggins 
Norwood 

John J. Donovan 
Lunenburg; 

Lois Ence 
Worcester 

Consuela Faust 
Brookiine 

Arthur & Elsa Fitzgerald 
Lynn Held 

Rae M. Ginsburg 
Chestnut Hill 

Mary Jeanne Hickey 
Weymouth 

iidith M. Hughes. M.D. 
Worcester 

Marion Kcllchcr 
Greenfield 

Miriam Kertzman 
Newton 

Marylin Larkiii 
Pittsficld 

Mark Lawton 
Boston 



Joanne Long 
New Bedford 

William A. Lyit 
Boston 



\ 



:h. M.D. 



Jane A. 
Salem 



Lyness 



Eleanor W. Morton 
New Bedford 

Rev. EricC.B. Nelsofi 
Pittsfield 

Glendnra Patterson. Ph.D. 
Boston 



John A. Peters 
Boston 

Howard Prunty 
Brookiine 

Colette Roberts 
East Longmeadow 

Eric Rofes 
Boston 

Joan M. Ryan 
Spnivgfiel^ 

Mary R. Sheehan 
Green Harbor 

Rita Scheehy 
Norwalk 



Mark Scgar 
Con Cora 

Jeanne Tempset 
oomerswortn 

New Jersey 

Clara L. Allen 
Trenton 

Benjamin Amos Ul 
Newark 

Maria Banta 
Lynd hurst 

William H. Bristow,Jr. M.D. 
Ridge wood 




Marie St|irgis 
Scituate 

, Rabti Jerome Weisirop 
Milton 

Lorn a West 
Marblehcad 

Dr. Virgil A. Wood 
Milton 



New Hampshire 

Ronald Blough 
Littleton 

Susan Bruct^ 
Concord 

Cell a Coolcy 
Raymond 

Cecile Gofl' 
Keene 

Dr. Larry J. Hansen 
Durham 

r^a^bara Rerouac 
Londonderry 

Tillie Lemire 
W. Franklin 

{oan C. McDonald 
.it tie ton 

Kerry B. Moody 
Dublin 

Patricia Murphy 
Newmaker 

Janet Nixon 
New Boston 



Edwina Brown 
Camden 

Boyd Carmon 
Perth Amboy 

Rev. Harold R. Dean 
Lin croft 

Yolanda Aguilar De Neely 
Camden 

Rose 1. Ford 
Pcnns Grove 

Arlene L. Gardner 
Trenton 

Evelyn Ginter 
Woodbury 

Toni L. Goldfarb 
Tea neck 

Mrs. Richard Hammerman 
Toins River 

Rabbi Richard Hammerman 
Toms River 

Robert E. Helsabcck 
Absccon 

Susan linbriaco 
North Arlington 

Patricia A. Kennedy 
Haddonficid 

Margaret Ki'jse 
Piscataway 

Gladys 1 :.*?endcr 
K. Ciange 

S. Robert Lewis M.D. 
Princeton 



Bernicc L. Manshel 
West Orange 

Margaret Marshall 
Matawan 

Matthew Martin 
Freehold 

Rita Martin 
Bridgcwater 

Armando Martinez 
Union City 

Tina L. McCurry 
Teancck 

Patricia A. Montgomery 
Launsidc 

Trish Morris 
Newark 

Terry Mult ..by 
Mendhaiii 

Rev. Norman O'Connor 
Clifton 

Marion Phillips 
E. Orange 

Rev. Raymond J. Poutier 
Wayne 

Daniel C. 'i^^uiglcy 
Moorestown 

Nina Rios 
East Orange 

Delia Ester Rivera 
Perth Amboy 

Maria Rivera 
Palmyra 

Marguerite Roscnth:tl 
Princeton ' 

Gail M. Saxcr 
Pine Beach 

Patricia M. Shillingburg 
Summit 

Jacqueline Staccy 
I rente n 

Barbara Sclia;ip Starr 
Livingston 

Mike Sullivan 
Bricktown 

Dr. Alfred Vuocola 
Rocky Hill 

John E Wagner 
Glen Rock 

Mary Wells 
Moorestown 

Nancic Tonner West 
Ma pie wood 

Ann C. White 
Freehold 

Catherine Willis 
E. Oniiigc . 



tclai 



MontcTair 

A let ha R. Wright 
Catnderi 

Fay Veagcr 
Hackcnsack 

Roland Voung 
Teancck . 
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New York 

Miriam Abbe 
Brooklyn 

loan Alagna 
Brooklyn 

Catherine Aungsi 
Buffalo 

Hecior Aponie 
New York 

Evelyn Aquila 
Brooklyn 

Irma Badillo 
New York 

Dorothy Barenholiz 
Brooklyn 

Nfiriam Barlh 
Williamsvillc 

Belly Bales 
Pbiisburgh 

Margarei Baum 
Rochester 

Rabbi Nicholas Bchrman 
Glens Falls 

Carol Bellamy 
New York 

Amalia Bcianzas 
Siaicn Island 

Msgr. Bevilacqua 
Brooklyn 

Mar]' Bighorse 
New V'^rk 

Joyce Black 
New York 

Eve Block 
Rochester 

Gerrie Blum Chairman 
Sprit g Vaftey 

Kalli i Bokser 
Foresi Hills 

Mary Ann Bollinger 
Cadyville 

Sister Serirna Branson 
Albany 

Marilyn Brave man 
New York 

Pat Burdick 
Binghamton 

Geraldine Butler 
Buffalo 

Jerry Cammarata 
Slalen Island 

loc Carpenter 
Deer Park 

Desmond Ca.stain 
North Babylon 

Florence Cherry 
Ithaca 

Goldie Chu 
New York 

Judith Claire 
Jamestown 

Saul Z, Cohen 
Larchmont 



Sheila Coheri 
Free port 

Lola Cole 
S<'henectady 

Norecn Connell 
New York 

Helen Cooper 
Skanealeles 

Rhonda Copelon 
New York 

Adrienne Criichlow 
Brooklyn 

Pal Dcclcy 
Merrick 

Lisa M. Dcsposiio 
Brooklyn 

Daniel Donahoc' 
Elmira 

Georec Donahue 
New York 

Edith Doran 
Yonkers 

Michael Duran 
Sunnyside 

Judith Flkin 
Ocean side 

John Ephron 
Albany 

Father Fagan 
Rockvillc Center 

Shiela Fcigcr 
Rochester 

Carol Frawley 
Liverpool 

Margaret Byrne Furlong 
Albany 

Mar)' Garvin 
New York 

Earl Geergens 
New Rochelle 



Rev. Elenora G. Ivory 
Albany 

Donna Jenson 
Brooklyn 

Eileen Johni>on 
Binghamton 

Nancy Kannianen 
Rochester 

Connie Kopelov 
New York 

Michael Kornfeld 
Huntington 

Regina Uuugan 
Bullalo 

Adriennc Leaf 
New York 

Mary Lindsay 
New York 

Phillip Lonbardi 
New S'ork 

Bernice Malamud 
New York 

Joan Male 
Cheektowaga 

Mar\' Mandry 
Dohbs Ferry 

llcne Margolin 
Albany 

Frances Mattera 
Leviitown 

Brenda McCowan 
New York 

Judy Mcggesto 
Syracuse 

Geraldine Memmo 
Buffalo 

Senator Olga Mendez 
New York 

Rev. Earl Moore 
New Rochelle 



Tara Gcertgens 


Gucstova Mullen 


New Rochelle 


Albany 


James Gillette 


May Newburger 


Brockport 


Great Neck 


Lita Gillette 


Patricia O'Brien 


Brockport 


East Syracuse 


Margaret Gioisa 


Robert O^!>ornc 


Staten Island 


Deimar 


Joe Giordano 


Jesus Padilla 


New York 


Buffalo 


Rabbi Donald N. Gluckman 


Shiela Page 


We St bury 


Uniondale 


Jcrrie Ann Gocwcy 


C. Elaine Parker 


Troy 


New York 


lay Goldsmith 


Eleanor C. Pattison 


New York 


West Sand Lake 


Marjorie Grosset 


Sandra Rifkin 


Queens Village 


Williamsvillc 


Francis Healy 


Angel Riviera 


Potsdam 


Rocn ester 


Graham Hodges 


Gladys Rivera 


Liverpool 


Blauvelt 


Bishop Hubbard 


Jean Rizos 


Albany 


Malone 



Joan Roberis 
Syracuse 

Judy Rogers 
New Yorlt 

Duvid Roggc 
Binghamton 

Dr. Michael RogolT 
Keuka Park 

Cetilia Y Roland 
Albany, 

Paul Saucrland 
Hicksvillc 

Therosii Sc hoe neck 
Marietta 

Riia Schwartz 
BriMiklyn 

Robert Steingui 
Brooklyn 

Melvin 'Hjylor 
While Plains 

Magdalen a Tones 
l.ynorook 

Joyce Turner 
nitcliogue 

Carol Valentine 
Schetieciady 

Phvllis Vineyard 
Bellpon 

Grace Lyu Vockhausen 
Brooklyn 

Sharon Ward 
Albany 

Gwen Webber 
Waterlown 

Norman Weiterau 
Dannsville 

Catherine White 
Brooklyn 

Michaele While 
Brooklyn 

Jenny Whiiehill 
New York 

Josephine Williams 
Brooklyn 

l\latalic Williams 
BvcKiklyn 

Hu^^h 'Wilson 

Garden City Long Island 

Mif Jr<?d Wo«)(is 
S-yrixuse 

Nortb Carolina 

Kenneth C. Acres 
Goldsboro 

Kay Adler 
Greenville 

Mary Lacy Bost 
Charlotte 

Major Harold Anderson 
Charlotte 

Charlotte BreUo-Kelley 
Raleigh 

Mrs. Alfred Butcher 
Charlotte 



Taihy Lynn Chaney 
Marshvillc 

Ann M. Compere 
Winston-Salem 

Barbara Janice Dipple 
Matthews 

Cllif'ton Duke 
Raleigh 

.Ann W. Frazier 
Roanoke Rapids 

Joseph C. George 
New Bern 

Marian Grant 
Raleigh 

Sarah W. Hcrbin 
Greensboro 

Vicki Hopkins 
Charlotif 

Lois C. Munley 
Monroe 

Wavne Hurdcr 
Raleigh 

Jim Lackey 
Hiddenite 

Dr J. R. Manlev 
Chapel Hill 

'I()mniy Manning 
Ay den 

Dr. Fdward Markowski 
Greenville 

James B, Maxwell 
Durbin 

Waltz May nor 
Durham 

Annie L. Perry Moody 
D'lrham 

Virginia Kimbrough Newell 
' Winston Salem 

Armand Occhetti 
Raleigh 

br Charles Petty 
Releigh 

Janice Robinson 
Greensboro 

Manderline Scales 
Winston-Salem 

Charles B. Sears 
Chapel Hill 

Thelma Smith 
Robcrsonville 

Dr. Ed Ulrich 
Lake Waccamau 

DnT Marvin Vick 
Cary 

Jan L. Ward 
Winston-Salem 

{anet Winn 
.umbenon 

Elaine Young 
Hickor)- 
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Pennsylvania 



firinn K. Anderson 
Oxfoni 

Carmen E. Aponte 
Phibdelphia 

Mary* Ann Any 
Springfield 

Ernesta D. B.ilhird 
Philadelphia 

Anne Barbera 
Somerset 

Gary T. Beiike 
Johnstown 

Ethel E. Bi?>hop 
Aliemown 

Sister Maria Teresa Bohren 
Erie 

Norma Bolden 
W'yiincu'ood 

Dawn .\f. Brennan 
Scranton 

Helen F Carter 
Philadelphia 

Crv'stal Coleman 
Philadelphia 

Carol Coren 
Ben sale m 

Sallie O. Davis 
Pittshur^h 

Joan Deforeest 
Reading 

Anthony DeJoseph.Jr 
Philadelphia 

Lawrenfc Doherty 
Philadelphia 

Terry Donahue 
Washington 

Clatre G. Dorse h 
Harmony 

Elizabeth Edwards 
Erie 

Carmen Fnvela 
Pittsburgh 

Donna Fredriclcson 
Orrtanna 

Vicki Freeman 
Ph:J?delphia 

^■laine Gerouln 
.Scranton 

Rurh Sklnr Gordon 
Locic Haven 

Patricia Green 
Philadelphia 

Aim Marie Grubbs 
Corapoli.s 

Alz^.da Hacker 
Pit' « burgh 

Mrs. VVi Iliad D. Hammerman 
Clarks Summit 

Ruth B. Harper 
Philadelphia 

Christie W. Hasiing.s 
Ardmore 



Nancy Hogg 
Cliauibersi)urg 

Neviu Horst 
Mount Joy 

Andrea IgnaioIF 
Pliiladelpliia 

Alma R.Jacobs 
Blue Bell 

Harriet James 
Philadelphia 

Donna A, Jeffcrs 
Halifax 

Robert D.Joseph 
Pittsburgh 

I.e Xuan Klioa 
Philadelphia 

Rev, Gail Burhwaiter King 
Pill?ihurgh 

Alan Eugene Kohrl. M.D, 
Pa u pack 

Ju(!y Kgloff 
Hanover 

Kdmtmd I.udwig 
Dovlesiown 

Barbara A. Maguire 
Forest Hills 

Thomas Mangino 
New Castle 

Ntsgr. Charles E, McGroartv 
Philac 

Donald F. McGuigan 
Wayne 

Sylvia S. McKamey 
Pittsburgh 

Braulio Monialvo 
Philadelphia 

Mary MolJre 
Pittsburgh 

Paula E. Morton 
Airville 

Nghi Van Nguyen, M.D. 
Natrona Hts. 

Helen O'Bannon 
Harrisburg 

Judith A. Patch 
Edinboro 

Larraine Pieroiii 
Kminaii.s 

Sallyann Roscnn 
Kingston 

Marcia Sagenich 
Hermnage 

Marv Catherine Scanloii 
Pittsburgh . 

C ..Tol A. Schiffgcns 
Pittsburgh 

Diane Srolt-Joiies Ph.D. 
Pittsburgh 

Deni.se Senft 
Dover 

Lynn Sleek 
Ha rrisl)urg 

Klaine C. Smith 
Brvn Mawr 



Louis Smith 
Drexel Hill 

.Mary .\(. Smith 
Higtispire 

Richard Ferree Smith 
Philadelphia 

Kster D. Snyder 
Dillsburg 

.Margaret C. Soviero 
Pittsburgh 

Graham B. Spanier 
University Park 

Diane G. Sleinbrink 
Phitadclpiiia 



Elsa Torres De Davila 
Altamira Rio Piedras 

Altagnicia Rui/ Duprey 
RincoM 

Jorge Sotomayor Kiguroa 
I'onte 

Jorge Pazol Hernandez 
Santa Juanita Bayamon 

Dennis .Martinez Iri/arrv 
Haio Rey 

Tomas Flores Lewis 
Aibonito 

Nelson Bonet .Marrero 
Caguas 




Dr. .\r;n Baldwin Taylor 
Pittsburgh 

James E. Van Horn 
University Park 

lone D. Vargus. Ph.D, 
Philadelphia 

Barbara J. Wescoii 
Aliquippa 

Rabbi David H. Wice 
Philadelphia 

Suzanne ^x'illiams 
Hanover 

Teresa Wilson 
Edgewood 

Charles Ross Woodson, 3rd 
Philadelphia 

Kenneth C. Zahn 
(>arlisle Barracks 

Loretia Zv:irick 
Collegeville 

Puerto Rico 



Lirio Torres Abbot 
H.ito Rey 

.Mercedes Alvarado 
Ilato Rey 

Sainrnino Ca.stro 
Rio Piedras 

Maria do Leon 
Carolina 

Sr.muel Lugo D'Acusia. M.D. 
Rio l*<f'^lras 



Helen Sosa 
Sanlurce 

Hon{)rahle Victor Riveni 

Morales 
Carolina 

Mario A. Muntaner 
El Vedada, Hato Rey 

Luzi Lozada Nazario 
Lajas 

Angela Garced Nieves 
Ci{ira 

Juan Rolon Orti/ 
Cidra 

Jose .Antonio Rondcm 
Santurce 

Hilda Segarra 
Rio Piedras 

Kster Seijo De Z.'yas 
Rio Piedras 

Rvdo. Lemuel Rivera Tornios 
Uayainon 

E(hih F. Valentin 
Rio Pe'dras 

Iveli'.s," P.j{i>o Dc Vega 
Ric- Peidras 

Pedro Ramos Xayas 
.Manati 



Rhode Tsland 

.Maryann S 'reruino Ciullo 
Providence 



Barbara T. ('ulleii 
•Lincoln 

Jolm Falvey 
Providence 

Rev. Crerald Harkins 
Warwick 

Patricia Houlihan 
Providence 

.Muriel G. Leach 
Providence 

Edgar J. .Martel 
Woousotket 

John .McMauus 
Providence 

Hilda C. Nirolosi 
Portsmouth 

Iris A. Perez 
Providence 

Judith Ryder 
Foster 

Gloria H. Spears 
Narrangausett 

South Carolina 

Rev. Robert Blunter 
Easley 

Dr. .\tac Brown 
Spartanburg 

J. Feh(j.n Burton 
Greenwood 

Patty H. Chambers 
Oarfney 

/iecky Chatham 
Camc'en 

fio.sy Grant Jfllerln? 
Dillon 

The Honorab'i: 1. ICd 

Garrison 
Anderson 

Jeanuyne Greer 
Darlington 

William F. G'ilnyard 
Barnwell 

.Ms. Willie Mae Iohns(m 
Har!eyville 

Katherine J uniper 
ColuiiiSia 

Jackie S. Krawcheck 
Charleston 

Rev, Thomas K i\ (at I hews 
St. George 

Mrs. .\telvin N. Merrin. Sr. 
Greenville 

Donald D. Moss 
.McCormick 

Harry Pecko 
Sumter 

Ezell Pittman 
Colunibus 

.Mrs. Robert Pratt 
Crreenville 

Elaine .M. Roberson 
Columbia 
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Bernicc Robinson 
\Chcraw 

Suzy Smith 
Aiken 

Marv Bennett Stromun 
Pawleys Island 

Greg Stuckey 
Heiumingway 

Emily Wiggins 
Clemson 

Eleunor Gola:- Williams 
Columbia 



Vermont 

Mac Ainsworth 
Richeslcr 

Edwin V. Gadccki 
Suiitli Burlington 

Rev. William Gallagher 
Island Pond 

Mar)- Weeks Goodwin 
Rutland 

Armin Grams 
Burlington 

Luella Greeiio 
Pi'tsford 

Jeanne B. Kennedy 
South Burlington 

Eric Nichols 
Underbill Center 

Pptricia A. Pusey 
W. Brattleboro 



LynOa Stolzman 
Plain Hcrld ' 



Virginia 

John R. Amos 
Goochland 

Phylli$ L Barton 
Alexandria 

Jumcs N. Birkitt 
Ashland 

Robert T Brever.Jr. 
Wood bridge 

Cilia Brown 
Gladys 

Jessica Cohen 
Blacksburg 

Laura M. Cole 
Hampton 

Ro>c Comcika 
Salem 

Rosamond G. Fagan 
Bristol 

Guy D. Farley. Jr. 
Warren ton 

JoAnn Gasper 
McLean 

Charlex T Green 
Roanoke 

William J. Hagood.Jr. 
Clover 



Lruis D. Hartz 
Hichmond 

M;axine DeKinger 
Wyiheville 

Nancy C. Jeffrey 
Big Stone Gap 

Billie S. Leonard 
Bristol 

.J. Barry Matthews 
Norfolk 

Onalee McGraw Ph. D. 
McLean 

Roseniarie Miller 
Hurley • 



Virgin Islands 

(•wendolyn Blake 
St. Miomas 

Gloria Fnmcois 
St. T^honias 

Ma sera e Spraitze 
Cruz Bay St. John 

Eleanor Starr 
St. I'honias 

At-Large Delegates 

George Bailey 

White Plains. New Vork 




Sharon Overcast 
Lynchburg 

Barbaras. Patrick 
.Midlothian 

Duvid W. Peterson 
Roanoke 

Cecilia G. Pincus 
Hampton 

La%vrence D. P/ait 
Springfield 

Steven Ray Primo 
Roanoke 

Rev. G. William Ralph 
Norfolk 

Robert Red fern 
Lynchburg 

Dorothy Lawton Roseboro 
Newport News 

Kathaleen M. Seymour 
Salem 

Louise C. Toney 
Richmond 

Carol M. Troti;..in 
Suffolk 

Betty Latane Walters 
Richniond 

Ronald .\. U^atson 
Hampton 

Vance Wilkins. Jr. 
.\nihersl 

Rev. Harriciie C. Wood 
Alexandria 



Mary Jo Bane 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 

Betty Barber 
Somerset, Newjersey 

Judith L. Blank 
Baltimore, Maryland 

Rita Bloom 
Atlanta. Georgia 

Larry M. Bridges 
Gaffney, South Carolina 

Ella Mae Brayboy 
Atlanta. Georgia 

.•\nna Belle Calloway 
Uniontown, Pennsylvania 

Lenore Cameron 
Wheaton, Maryland 

Lonnie Carton 

Newton ville, Massachusetts 

Francis Carver 
Trumansburg. New Vork 

^ Jay Chunn 
Chevy Chase, Mar)'Iand 

Rudolph Danstedt 
Washington, D.C. 

Constance Clayton 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Rev Monsignor Lawrence 

Corcoran 
Washington. D.C. 

R. Morton Darrow 
Newark, Newjersey 



Judith Dusliku 
Watertown, Massachusetts 

Roselyn H Epps, M.D. 
Washington, D.C. 

Biffie Dahl Kstabrook 
New Vork, New York 

Doug Farmer 
Alexandria, Virginia 

Arthur Fitzgerald 
Lynnfield, Massachusetts 

Betty Friedan 

New York, New York 

Stephen Gell 
Arlnigion. Virginia 

Elsie Gibbs 

New York, New York 

Florence Glasser 
Raleigh, North Carolina 

Alfonso J. Gon/ale/. 
Washington, D.C. 

Anna Mar\in Grant 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Karen Guhnian 
FayclteviUe, New Vork 

James Gunther 
New York. New York 

Joseph Roy Guyther. .M.D. 
Mccnaiiicsville. Maryland 

Meredith E. Hallou'ell 
.Alpine, Newjersc-y 

Peggy H. Haney 
New York. New York 

Dorothy Height 
Washington. D.C. 

Frances Hooks 
New York, New York 

Joanne L. Horn 
Newark, Delaware 

Pal Langley 
Washington, D.C. 

Frances Lee 
Baltimore. Maryland 

Carolyn Boone Lewis 
Washmgton. D.C. 

Linda Lulenski 
Mineola, New York 

Dr. David Mace 
Winston-Salem, North 
Carolina 

Connie Marshner 
Washington, D.C. 

Rev. Joan M. .Martin 
New York, New York 

Virginia Martin 
Washington, D.C. 

Miguel O. Martinez 
Brooklyn, New York 

Joseph .M. McCarthy 
Washington, D.C. 

Marianne McElrath 
Jamestown. New York 

John McManus 

Falls Church, Virginia 



V. Dallas Mcrrell 
Silver Spring, Maryland 

Freida Mitchell 
Beaufort, South Carolina 

Barbara Mosses 
Columbia, South Carolina 

Evelvn K. Moore 
Wasfitngton, D.C. 

Nancy Porter Morrill 
.Newton, Pennsylvania 

Guestava .Mullen 
.-Mbany, New Vork 

Alice Neily 
Washington, D.C. 

Kdward Neniera 
Baltimore. Maryland 

Jose Rodriqnez Oliveras 
Ponce, Puerto Rico 

Judy Owens 
Ocean. Newjersey 

Edward Piti 

New York. New Vork 

Martha Phillins 
Washington. b.(J. 

Calvin O. Pressley 
New York. N'*»v York 

Jern- Rcjr\?r 
McLean, Virginia 

Rabh! joel Rosenshein 
J*.ooklyn. New Vork 

Bernice Sandler 
Washington, D.C. 

Felice N. Schwartz 
New York. New York 

Bert Seidinan 
Washington, D.C. 

Jessica Smith 
Washington, D.C. 

Robert Sober 

Green sburg, Peimsyi'iiiia 

Bonnie B. Snanvill 
New York. New York 

Michael B. Stauffer 
New York. New York 

Ceilia Steele 

New York. New York 

Filomena Vagueiro 
Nexv Haven, Connecticitt 

Henrietta Villaescnsa 
Silver Spring, Maryland 

Regina Weiss 

New York, New York 

Annie Woodridge 
Washington, D.C. 

Christopher Zacliiarisdis 
Washington, D.C. 

Kathleen Hill Zichey 
Rosen 1 out, Pennsylvania 

Frank Ziolkowski 
Baltimore, Maryland 
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There was a 
great feeling of 
optimism ^ere, a great 
deal was accomplished. 
We worked extremely 
hard for three solid 
days. It was not 
a picnic. 

Alice McCarthy. Michigan Delegate 
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Unseasonably warm weather gripped Minneapolis on June 
19, 1980, as the second White House Conference on 
Families was set to begin. And in the lobby of the Radisson 
Hotel, where the Conference was held, a small number of 
delegates were further warmed by the news that the hotel had 
misplaced their reservations. Fortunately it proved to be only a 
short-lived problem. The roon? situation was quickly straightened 
out, paving the way for an energetic two and a half days that would 
aee broad consensus on many proposals affecting family life and 
close votes on a definition of families and abortion issues. 

The Minneapolis Conference — attended by some 600 delegates 
from midwestern and southern states — benefitted by the momen- 
tum of the Baltimore Conference held only a dozen days earlier But 
before it was over, the achievements of Minneapolis would stand on 
their own as a platform to strengthen and support American 
families. 

Thursday: ''Help Instead of 
Lip Service^^ 

Thursday afternoon, Minnesota Governor Albert H. Quie, Min- 
neapolis Mayor Don Fraser, and St. Paul Mayor George Latimer 
joined WHCF Chairperson Jim Guy Tucker and Deputy Chairs 
Maryann MahafFey and Guadalupe Gibson in welcoming the dele- 
gates. Rabbi Kassel Abelson of Minneapolis delivered the invocation, 
Anne Wexler, assistant to the President, delivered the Confer- 
ence keynote address, stressing the importance of the Conference to 
the nation. "The President recognized," Ms. Wexler said, "as do you, 
that this day is long overdue. No institution receives more lip service 
and less help than American families. At long last, this summer 
American families have come together to systematically examine 
how government and our other institutions help, hurt or ignore 
families." 

In citing specific examples of the Administration's commitment 
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to families, Ms. Wexler cautioned that, "So much remains to be done. 
We must intensity our fight against inflation, poverty and joblessness 
. . .remove the provisions which work against families in our tax code, 
health and social security programs . . . build our programs on the 
strengths of families . . . root out discrimination based on race, sex, 
religion and age . . . and fundamentally we must examine how our 
society and our government helps or hurts families." 

The United States, she explained, brings unique strengths to 
such a discussion. "In America, we start from a strong base. No other 
country in the world has the freedom, the strength or the moral 
tradition to undertake this kind of examination with the open 
involvement of so much of its citizenry," Ms. Wexler said. "But, 
working together with respect for diflferent views and traditions, we 
can help make our country an even better place to raise a farjiily " 

With that charge, the delegates began addressing the challenge 
of producing an action agenda for families. They spent Thursday 
and Friday in the four topic sessions and twenty workgroups, 
debating and discussing, proposing and refining the recommenda- 
tions which would come to a vote on the final day 

Friday: "Ldfs Be Friends" ' 



At noon on Friday, the delegates heard a moving address by 
luncheon speaker Ossie Davis, the noted actor, producer and writer. 
Davis mixed humor and insight with his inspirational reading of ihe 
poetry of Langston Hughes. The actor cautioned his audience 
against taking themselves too seriously: "Now I know you ve been 
going at it hot and heavy here in Minneapolis," Davis said, "but 
remember, families were here long before you came here, and 
they Ve going to be around long after we go home. So let's be friends." 

Another Conference highlight came Friday evening when dele- 
gates took time out from intense debate and late night caucuses to 
celebrate families at a unique cultural evenL The Crystal Court, in 
the towering IDS Center, the symbol of downtown rejuvenation in 
Minneapolis glowed with light and song as 14 ethnic groups ranging 
from the El Ballet Folklorico de Minnesota to the Ukrainian Dance 
Company put on a spectacular performance for delegates on several 
stages. As their finale, all 177 artists joined in singing "Hes Got the 
Whole World in His Hands." This stunning event was sponsored by 
the National Endowment for the Arts, the Minnesota Arts Commis- 
sion, and General Mills. 




Anne Wexler, Assistant to the President. 




Ossie Davis 
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Saturday: ^Impact on Families 
Top Issued' 



The plenary voting session Saturday morning went smoothly despite 
a small protest. A group of about 90 delegates representing anti- 
abortion and essentially conservative constituencies, left the voting 
session to caucus, claiming the Conference included too few elected 
delegates and that the proceedings had not reflected their views. 
After caucusing for less than an hour, these delegates rejoined the 
other 450 delegates to vote on the recommendations developed in 
the workgroups. 

Voting results in Minneapolis demonstrated that delegates had 
overcome their conflicts and had found agreement on a broad range 
of proposals- Leading the list of approved recommendations was 
concern for the negative effect of public policies on families and the 
recommendation that all "laws and regulations be analyzed in terms 
of their impact on f? nilies." This recommendation passed 530-28. 

Rounding out the top ten recommendations were: 

2. Support of basic social policies that assure equity and social 
justi(?e for all individuals regardless of race, sex, age, handicap, 
religions, and cultural traditions and values. 

3. Preventive programs through government ana community 
sources to combat drug and alcohol abuse. 

4. Development by the television industry of a ratiiig system, 
including information on violence, crime and sexuality, with the 
assistance of a citizens' committee, to indicate program suitabil- 
ity for family viewing. 

5. Alcohol abuse prevention supported by a 2% alcoholic beverage 
sales tax for treatment and prevention programs, raising the 
legal drinking age to 21, and warning labels on alcohol beverage 
containers. 

6. A range of support services for families with disabled members. 

7. Implementation of housing programs to provide improved 
shelter for older Americans living in rural America. 

8. Improved services for older Americans, including adequate 
home, hospice, respite, health and day care. 

9. To aid the handicapped, full funding and complete implemen- 
tation of the Education for all Handicapped Children Act, the 
Rehabilitation Act and its amendments, and federal legislation 
concerning independent living centers and other housing op- 
tions. 

10. FCC licensing policy requiring station and community assess- 
ment of "impact on the moral standards and values of the 
families in its viewing area" prior to license issuance. 



The next five recommendations called for parental involvement 
in education, an increase of the current deduction for child care 
expenses, public education programs to foster awareness of the 
handicapped and their problems, and an adequate living standard 
for older Americans. AH these issues passed by overwhelming mar- 
gins. 

The Conference was more evenly divided on a few issues. Two 
recommendations to define the family as "two or more persons 
related by blood, heterosexual marriage, adoption or extended 
families," were passed and proved to be the only family definition 
measures approved during the three White House Conferences. A 
"Human Life Amendment" to outlaw abortion was narrowly de- 
feated. 



Building Consensus 



At a news briefing following the Conference, Jim Guy Tucker 
attempted to put the meeting into perspective. "As we saw in 
Baltimore two weeks ago, Americans are telling us that they share 
deep and common concerns about the future of their families," he 
said. "They're worried about the same things, about economics, 
taking care of older family members, getting leave from their jobs 
when it s needed to take care of a sick child, about addiction to drugs 
and alcohol." 

lucker described two sets of issues emerging from the Confer- 
ences. "On the one hand," he said, "people agree on a broad range of 
basic concerns — the workplace, child care, employment, substance 
abuse, government insensitivity and many other concerns which cut 
across philosophical and political lines. On the other hand, on issues 
like abortion, they're deeply divided and probably never will agree." 
After Minneapolis, it was clear that the Conference was reaching 
broad agreement on the first set of issues and overcoming the 
tensions produced by the more emotional and polarizing concerns. 
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pleasi^ig to me were the 

reccjimnendations that 
passed concerning 

farms and rural people. 

The vast ma|or?ty or the 
delegates were urban 
people and yet I felt a 

real understanding and 
sympathy relating to 
rural problems. 

Linda Nelson 
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Minneapolis Conference Contributors 



Plenary Session 
Partimp€mts 

Rabbi Kassel Abelson 
Beth El Synagogue 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Leon E Cook, NAC 

President, American Indian Resource Services 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Ossie Davis 
Actor, Producer, Writer 
New York, New York ^ 

Don Fraser 

Mayor, Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Guadalupe Gibson,Depuiy Chair, WHCF 
San Antonio, Texas 

Reverend Claude Joyner 
St. Paul Reformation Lutheran Church 
St, Paul, Minnesota 

Bishopjohn Kinney 
Archdiocese of Minntapolis-St, Paul 
St. Paul, MinnesotTi 

George Latimore 
Mayor, St. Paul, Minnesota 

Maryann MahafFey, Deputy Chair, 

WHCF 
Detroit, Michigan 

Albert H. Quie 
Governor of Minnesota 
St. Paul, Minnesota 

Jim Guy Tucker, Chair, WHCF 
UttU Rock, Arkansas 

Anne Wexler 
Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C 



Topic Session 
Participants 



Families and Economic 
WeU-Being 

Moderator: 

Barbara B. Smith, NAC 
General President, Relief Society 
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints 
Salt Lake City, Utah 



Presenter: 

Wallace C. Fulton 
Vice President 

The Equitable Life Assurance Society 
New York, New York 

Reactors: 

Addie Wyatt 

International Vice President 

United Commercial and Food Workers 

International Union 
Chicago, Illinois 

Richard Connor 

President, Northside Child Development Center 
Control Data Corporation 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Rashey Moten 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Families: Challenges and 
Responsibilities 

Moderator: 

Harry Hollis,Jr., NAC 

Director, Family and Special Moral Concerns 

Christian Ufe Commission 

Southern Baptist Convention 

Nashville, Tennessee 

Presenter: 

Kinsey Green 

President, American Home Economics 

Association 
Washington, D.C. 

Reactors: 

Honey Alexander 

First Lady! State of Tennessee 

Nashville, Tennessee 

Patricia Bellanger 
Walkes, Minnesota 

Voting Session Moderator: 
Harriette P. McAdoo 
Washington, D.C 

Families and Human Needs 

Moderators: 

Robert Rice, NAC 

Director of Policy Analysis ^ Development 
Family Service Association of America 
Parkndge, New Jersey 

Presenter: 

Sheila Kamerman 
Columbia University 



Reactors: 

Rosemary Thomson 
Morton, Illinois 

Howard Brabson 
President 

National Association of Black Social Workers 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Paul Parks 

Boston, Massachusetts 

Families and Major 
Institutions 

Moderator: 

Charlotte Holstein, N VC 
President 

Loretto Geriatric Center 
Syracuse, New York 

Presenter; 

Father Geno Baroni 

Assistant Secretary for Neighborhoods ^ 

Voluntary Organizations 
Department of Housir,g:'nd Urban 

Development 
Washington, D.C. 

Reactors: 

Seirator Dan Richey 
Farrady, Louisiana 

Judge Betty Barteau 
Marion County Superior Court 
Indianapoh's, Indiana 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Jim Guy Tucker 
Little Rock, Arkansas 



Work Group 
Moderators 



Brian Anderson 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Vernon Bloom 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Anita Brooks 
Minneapolis. Minnesota 

Sidney Brukett 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

John Carter 
Cleveland Heights, Ohio 

Thomas Feeney 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 
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Nancy Gleason 
Edma, Minnesota 


Tbye Lewis 
Washington, D. C. 


Raymond Kirk 
Washington, D.C 


Jay Hanson 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Patricia Madden 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Linda Kovalesky • 
McLean, Virginia 


Clarence Harris 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Marygold Melli 
Madison, Wisconsin 


Barbara Mauk 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Algea Harrison 
Franklin Village, Michigan 


Arthur Norton 
Washington, D.C. 


Laura Miller 
Washington, D.C. 


. Ana Jaakowski 
Washington, D.C. 


Peggy Pizzo 
Washington, D.C. 


Barbara Petersen 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Patrick Jimerson 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Florence Prioleau 
Washington, D.C 


Anita Ratwick 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Anne Jones 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


David Roth 
Chicago, Illinois 


Kay Smith 
Washington ^ D.C. 


, Martha Kendrick 
Washington, D.C. 


Nina Rothschild 
St. Paul, Minnesota 


Helen Watkins 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Betty Lieberman 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 


John L. Sims 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Carol Wolfe 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Ruth Mayden 

Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania 


Daniel Wackman 
Shoreview, Minnesota 


Parliamentarians 


Loma Michelson 
Minmapolis, Minnesota 

Paul Parks 

Boston, Massachusetts 

George Reynolds 
Edina, Minnesota 


Recorders 

Gail Anthony 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Grace Becker 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


John Anderson 

Budd Appleton 
St. Paul, Minnesota 

Virginia Berg 
Roseville, Minnesota 


Resource Persons 


Roseann Bitter 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Pat Bums 
Richfield, Minnesota 


Mary Pat Brygger 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Delores Boyle 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Roberta Jacobsen 
Min njapolis, Min nesota 


Catherine Clarenbach 
Madison, Wisconsin 


Gerri Burns 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Joan Kastner 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Patsy Costello 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Phyllis Cook 

San Diego, California 


Elvira Kiel 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Effie Ellis 
Chicago, Illinois 


Catherine Flynn 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Miya Klinsons 
St. Paul, Minnesota 


Larry Harris 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Francic Glickman 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Annette Kosowsky 
Golden Valley, Minnesota 


Rother Heath 
Washington, D. C. 


Virginia Gray 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Ray Lemke 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Colien HefFeman 
HyaUsville, Maryland 


Jackie Hirsh 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Laura Miles , 
Wayzata, Minnesota 


Richard Hey 

5^. Paid, Minnesota 


Frank Johnson 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Muriel Miller 
St. Paul, Minnesota 


Shawn G. Huckelby 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Sharon Jones 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 


Ralph Miller 

St. Paul, Minnesota 


George B. King 
St, Paul, Minnesota 


Martha Kendrick 
Washington, D.C. 


Gladys Morton 
St. Paul, Minnesota 
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Minneapolis Conference Delegates 



Delegates 

Arkansas 

Judith Burgess 
Panigould 

Linda B. Clark 
Hope 

Dan Crary 
Liiilc Rock 

Roylcc Curry 
Springdalc 

Ross Dcver* 
Mountainburg 

Willie D, Hamilton 
Utile Rock 

Chuck Hanson 
West Memphis 

Richard T Hill 
Little Rock 

Marilyn Kreitling 
Searcy 

Pat G. Lile 
Pine Bluff 

Dorothy W. Navies 
Little Rock 

Mary Riley 
El Dorado 

Roy Rood 
El Dorado 

George T Schroedcr 
Little Rock 

Or man W. Simmons 
Little Rock 

Elizabeth Taylor 
Little Rock 

W. C. Tims 
Magnolia 

Carl Wade 
Van Nuren 

Betty Wlxson 
Fisher 

Illinois 

Shelley D. Andreas 
Decatur 

Roger Amholt 
Moline 

Ellen Benjamin 
Chicago 

Rose Mary Bombcla 
Chicago 

Geraldine R, Bowie 
Carbondale 

Bonnie Bowlby 
Decatur 

Barbara Bowman 
Chicago 

Dianne Shiner Breznau 
Metropolis 



Ronald Brija 
Brookfield' 

Joanne D'Alo Broadbeni 
Champaign 

Foresiine Bell Brooks 
Chicago 

Agnes Brunimer 
Die te rich 

Daniel T Caraher 
Glen view 

Kevin P. Connelly 
Glen Ellyn 

Diana Cardoii 
Great Lakes 

Lea no ra T. Cart right 
Chicago 

Susan Calonia 
Chicago 

Harriet H. Cocks hoot 
Chicago 

G. Virginia Conlee 
Springfield 

Robert R. Cordner 
R;intoul 

Maria Cniwford 
Chicago 

Jose A. Cuevas 
Chicago 

Ann Culhane 
Park Ridge 

Marijarei L. Cullinan 
Peoria 

Theresa Faith Gumming 
Springfield 

Lindsav E. Curtis 
Springneld 

JovceJ. Dinsinore 
Hindsdale 

Teford A. Gilleit 
Naper\ille 

Rosalie V Glover 
Peoria 

' Vers;! Gollan 
Downers Grove 

Dorothy E. Green 
Chicago 

Dolores Gruss 
Lombard 

'l iniolhy E. Hall 
Cariion 

Robert R. Hariman 
Jacksonville 

Shirley Henderson 
B](K)mington 

Josephine E. Holzer 
Bamngton 

Lana L. Hosietcr 
Springfield 

Steve Huncs 
Peoria 



Raymond L. Husband 
Rockford 

Karen Jensen 
Elgin 

Evelyn J. Jones 
Lemon t 

{udith Kaufman 
Jrbana 

William B. Keltey 
Chicago 

Marleiie C. Kettley 
Big Rock 

Larry L. Lee 
Springfield 

Edward M. Levine 
Evanslon 

LoisJ. Lipton 
Chicago 

Christopher Manion 
Rock ford 

Curba L. Merrill 
Chicago 

Pricilla Metoyer 
Chicago 

Edith Roy Moore 
East St. Louis 

Francis Michael Moynihan 
Chicago 

Judy Mueller 
Spnngfield 

Paul Mueller 
Springfield 

Hugo H. Muriel 
Chicago 

Ingeborg Nimrod 
Glen View 

Janet Oiwell 
Evan St on 

Yoji Ozaki 
Chicago 

Joseph J. Pancrazio 
Springheld 

Nisson S. Pearl 
Chicago 

Ann Qui.senlx-rry 
Evanston 

Claudia Richardson 
Charleston 

Ann Rohlen 
Chicago 

James H. Rupp 
Decatur 

Rafael San Juan 
Chicago 

Claire San key 
Chicago 

Joan Solms 
Oak Park 

K. Michael Siervous 
Rockford 



Rosemary Thomson 
Morion 

Carol A. Truinpc 
Edwards 

Muriel Tuteur 
Chicago 

Nellie G. Welch 
Decatur 

John Whitney 
Belleville 

VelmaJ. Wilson 
Chicago 

Claire Wolf 
Chicago 

Katie H. Wright 
East St. Louis 

Mildred Ling Wu 
Peoria 

Claudia S. Young 
Peoria 

Iowa 

George Belitsos 
Ames 

Margaret D. Benoit 
Des Moines 

Jiinice Carter 
Des Moines 

Margaret D. Collinsoii 
Oskaioosa 

Evelyn Davis 
Des Moines 

Gerald A. Degan 
Des Moines 

Robert C. Dopf 
Des Moines 

Patricia Geadelmanii 
Cedar Falls 

Julia Gentleman 
Des Moines 

George W. Kamik 
Dubuque 

Jessie Lamantia 
Davenport 

Helen McDonald 
Des Moines 

•Susan Mickelsen 
Des Moines 

Kathleen O'Leary 
Des Moines 

Marilyn Reicks 
Grundy Center i 

Mary £. Robinson 
Cedai Rapids 

Shean Sherzan 
Des Moines 

Dolores G. Smith 
Kemsen 

Daryl L. Spivey 
Mount Pleasant 



Kathleen S. Stillwcll 
Ames 

James Swalni 
Iowa City 

L. Douglas Waggoner 
Waterloo 

Janet E Waldcn 
Algona 

Loretta A Weclmeyer 
Atlantic 

Levi Willits 
Union 

Kentucky 

Sandra Bailey 
Mayking 

Cindv A. Benassi 
Frankfort 

Bob Brown 
Lexington 

JefTrey Lee Car\'er 
Fountain Run 

Joseph W. Castlen. Jr. 
Owensboro 

Sue Bandy Clay 
Danville 

Louise A. Duff 
Jamestown 

Pat Earles 
Paducah 

Robert Fetsch 
Lexington 

Ranelle Funk 
Louisville 

Linda Gayheart 
Hazard 

Gloria Ann Green 
Louisville 

PhyllLs Green 
Mayfield 

Chester Grundy 
Lexington 

Tristan C. N. Jimenez 
Florence 

Dan Kelly 
Louisville 

Margie Montgomery 
Louisville 

Betty Jayne Morgan 
Fort Knox 

Virginia N ester 
Frankfort 

Col Owens 
Lexington 

Jane Peak 
Louisville 

William B. Rogers 
Paris 

Marcia Roth 
L<iuisville 
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Barbani San ford 
Louisville 

Ann Schmiit 
Louisville 

Kathy Thomburg 
Lexington 

Bertha Thurmaii 
Frankfon 

Glenda P. Wade 
Madisonville 

Xouissana 

Mary Catherine Allen 
Lafayette 

Hazel £. Arp 
Oakdale 

Mary K. Baitagiia 
Houma 

Claire Benedict 
Shreveport 

Henry J. Bugler 
New Orleans 

Fran Bussie 
Baton Rouge 

William K. Caraway. Sr. 
Crowley 

Gail Cox 
Denham Springs 

Mrs. Arthur Felt. Jr. 
New Orleans 

Diane Gaudiii 
Convent 

W.Joc Hacker, Jr. 
Monroe 

Patricia B. Higginbotham 
Gonzales 

Edith A. HofTpauir 
Lake Charles 

Mary Jones ^ 
Alexandria 

Ann Keith 
Lake Charles 

OmerE Kuebel.Jr. 
New Orleans 

Roben Lee, Jr. 

Claylon 

Sandra McDade 
Shreveport 

Orlando Moss 
Shreveport 

Dcxier E. Parish 
Baton Rouge 

Nancy Pickett 
Luting 

Kay Reiboldt 
Shreveport 

Mrs. John P. Reilman, Sr. 
Jefferson 

Dan Richey 
Ferriday 

June Martin Rudd 
Baton Rouge 

Sallie Coco Smith 
Lafayette 



Thctus Teiiney 
Tioga 

Laura Thompson 
Lake Providence 

James L. Womack 
Winnfield 

Marilyn Zionis 
Shreveport 

Michigan 

Henry Ahing 
Ypsilanii 

John B. Ashby 
Marquette 



Robert Jewell 
Flini 

Peier P Jezak 
Bay City 

Charlecii Knight 
Detroit 

Robert A. Kosier 
Midland 

Alvin Kushner 
Souihficld 

Arlitie Learsi 
Ml. Clemens 

Barbara Leo 
Saginaw 




Vaughn R. Augst 
Mattawan 

Richard L. Beechnau 
Gay lord 

Gary P Bergel 
Kalamazoo 

Charles A. Burkholder 
Grand Rapids 

Laura Caner Callow 
Livonia 

Virgil H. Can- 
Detroit 

lames P. Conway 
Mt. Pleasant 

Marion Dallon 
Bloomfield Hills 

Gcnoveva De la Isia 
Detroit 

Doretta Dise 
Bloomfield Hills 

Kathleen Fojtik 
Ann Arbor 

Barbara B. Gattorn 
Grossc Point Shore 

Marleen S. Greeson 
Almoni 

Erma Henderson 
Detroit 

Madalenc Hester 
Detroit 

Lauri Holmes 
Kalamazoo 



Sheldon G. Lowrey 
Okemos 

Mar\'ann MahafTey 
Detioit 

Lowe Maltnsten 
Dearborn Heights 

Juan Marinez 
Okemos 

Gary Matthews 
Kalamazoo 

Beverly McAninch 
Plymouth 

Alice McCarthy 
Birmingham 

James W. McHutchion 
rarmington Hills 

RyleyJ. Meagher 
Webtwrville 

Bruce N!eyer 
Lansing 

Patricia L. Micklow 
Marquette 

William C. Oliver 
Becklry 

William A. Owen 
Davidson 

Lorma R. Pointer 
Detroit 

Dorene Radke 
Lansing 

Bemadette Rasch 
Grand Rapids 



Janice Rinke 
Capac 

Anita Ringo 
Detroit 

Lcs Roberts 
Detroit 

John T. Sanfoni II! 
Southfiield 

Ann M. Shaier 
Battle Creek 

Lavone Slief field 
Detroit 

Samuel J. Skousen 
Warren 

Gerald K.Sniiih 
Detroit 

Judith D. Smith 
Flushing 

Shirley A. Smith 
East Lansing 

Sue M. Smock 
Southfield 

Joanrje Snell 
Jackson 

George Snider 
Grand Rapi<ls 

Dennis A. laplin 
Paw Paw 

Walter Thompson 
Grand Rapi<ls 

Ilene Tombcr 
Okemos 

Linda (Jhler 
Grawn 

Betty I. Van Andel 
Grand Rapids 

Cora Visscher 
Holland 

loan Walker 
East Lansmg 

Denis D. Walterreit 
* Grossc He 

Leona M. Washburn 
Paw Paw- 
Nathaniel White 
Kalamazoo 

Minnesota 

Kassel Abelson 
Minneapolis 

Rita Arendt 
Mazeppa 

lames Baskfield 
Excelsior 

led Bowman 
St. Paul 

Henry Chavez 
St. Cloud 

Mike Fairbourne 
Wayzata 

Linda C. Flies 
Burnsville 

Alfreds Garibaldi 
Minneapolis 



Vi Gr<K>ms 
Co basset 

Sharon Hanly 
Gohlen Valley 

Dean Honetsitilager 
Marine On St. Croix 

Doris Huspeni 
Minneapolis 

Frfd Isham 

Neit Lake Reservation 

Glenice Johnson 
Crookston 

Mahmoude KI K;ili 
St. Paul 

Peg Kieiiizle 
Brjinei<l 

Pauline Knight 
Winona 

Stella Lun<kiuist 
West St. Paul 

liing Nguyen 
St. Paul 

Wayne Olhoft 
Herman 

Theresa Olsoti 
Rochester 

Ronahl Pitzer 
St. Paul 

Elai.;e Ploog 
.Nf:nneap<)Iis 

Marilyn Proulx 
Moornea<I 

Allen Quist 
St. Peter 

Ron Reed 
St. Paul 

Marilyn Ross man 
St. Paul 

Gene Scapanski 
St. Paul 

Tutti Slieilotk 
Rochester 

David VVen<le 
St. Paul 

Marcia Vugen<l 
Minneapolis 

Mississippi 

C. B. Burt 
Senatobia 

.Poland Byni 
Louisville 

Mary Delia Chandler 
Aberdeen 

Carol Combs 
Slardville 

Gary J. Cook 
Carthage 

Stanford P. Gwin 
Hattiesboro 

J. S. Hancock 
Jayees 

Edna Harlxmr 
Jackson 
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Mrs. Gary Harrison 
Jackson 

Wood Hiatt 
Ocean Springs 

DarrcU Hopper 
Southburg 

Silvia Jackson 
Greenville 

Mrs. S. H. McDonnicaI,Jr. 
Jackson 

Patricia L. Miller 
Tupelo 



J. P. Mills 
Tup 



lipelo 

Ivy Ray Moflfctt 
Laurel 

Eddie \foore 
Plahatchen 

Majoric Murray 
Brandon 

Jacqueline Smith Pierce 
Jackson 

T. E. Roval 
Greenville 



Estus Smith 
Jackson 

Chris Stephen 
CPT 

Missouri 

Joyce Ann Blades 
Springfield 

Frank Burcham 
Farmtngton 

. Leon Burke. Jr. 
Town 8c Country 

Barbara F. Calloni 
St. Louis 

Donna Lee Conroy 
Jopkin 

Harold Dwtght Eastman 
Kirksvilte 

George Robert Fcrnau . 
Florissant 

James Ford 
Lebanon 

Sharron Fredrick 
Grand view 

Michael Joseph Garanzini SJ. 
St. Louis 

Ruth P. Hanses 
St. Louis 

James F. Hitchcock 
St. Louis 

Sue Rawlings Humphrey 
St. Joseph 

Lee M. Kalick 
Kansas City 

Raymond William Kunkc! 
Chaflfee 

Valerie Ann Lemmie 
Kansaii City 

Ma r>' Anne Marshall 
Warrensburg 



Sandra Lorene McCarthy 
Kansas City 

Prentice A. Meador.Jr. 
Springfield 

William John Murphy 
Ferguson 

P.J. Newell 
JefTerson City 

Frances Dolan Noonar, 
Dc Peres 

Jane Krausc Paine 
St. Louis 

Carole Roper Park 
Sugar Creek 

Glenn R. Roberts 
Jeflcrson City 

Dorothy S. Roscnwald 
Kansas City 

Ronald A. Rusch 
Liberty 

Toni A. Simon 
Sedalia 

Virginia W. South wood 
Columbia 

Maxine F Stephenson 
Rolla 

Patricia T. Talley 
St. Louis 

Patricia A. Thompson 
Kansas City 

Daniel Torres 
Kansas City 

Mary Treis 
St. Louis 

Kathleen McLaughlin Vest 
Independence 

Steve L. Wall 
Pamona 

Marie Williams 
JefTerson 

Ohio 



Margie .Acknian 
Lovcland 

Jean Aylsworth 
Paincsville 

Sara L. Barge r 
JefTerson 

Virgil E. Bertkc 
Maria Stein 

Marilyn Bishop 
Xenia 

Sharyn W. BIccha 
Circle ville 

Dennis Bradshaw 
Barbcrton 

James R. Brian 
Da)ton 

Bill Bruggemeyer 
Cincinnati 

Sally Brush 
Cincinnati ^ 



Max F Bucey 
Athens 

Mary Bunn 
Cleveland 

Mary Butler 
Cleveland 

Elizabeth B. Chamberiain 
New Concord 

Elizabeth Colville 
West Union 

Oliver V. Dalaba 
Warren 



Katie Lou Hanson 
Ada 

Lou Ann Harrold 
Ada 

Margarei H. Hartshorn 
Columbus 

Roger P Hogle 
Conneaut 

Margaret K. Jester 
Marion 

Jack Jones 
Columbus 




Wilma Brown Ernst 
Lakeside 

Jose Espinosa 
Shaker Heights 

E. Aimee Evans 
Columbus 

Bill Fields 
Marietta 

Charlote Fiorito 
Hudson 

Charles J. Flesher 
Carroll 

Martin Frantz 
W(M)Ster 

Robert Frazcr 
Dayton 

Al Friedl 
Root stow n 

L>. Jean Gallion 
Millersburg 

Donald Lynn Gallion 
Mentor 

William J. Gcrhardi 
Cincinnati 

Pat Givens 
Frankfort 

Winnie Hamilton 
Cleveland 



Mildred Lei than 
Columbus 

Jane Leroux 
Cincinnati 

Connie Letta 
Akron 

Connie Lukac 
Big Prairie 

Nancy Reed Mancuso 
Bowling Green 

Lori B. Marinacci 
Lancaster 

Diane L. Matticks 
Wilmington t 

Liz McEwcn 
Hillsboro 

Willard N. Merrill 
Columbus 

John F Miller 
Toledo 

Judith Moss 
Colli minis 

Rick L. Nibick 
Portsmouth 

Sam Nigro 
Cleveland 

James Patton 
Elyria 



Anna L. Pcnland 
Cincinnati > 

Judy Ranuuel 
Springfield 

Shirley Rhodes 
Columbus 

Nancy J. Rider 
New Weston 

Leonard L. Robinson 
Mansfield 

Jo Anne Rohrer 
Dayton 

JoAnn Rose 
Kettering 

Thomas Rundle 
Va'ley City 

Maxine W. Seibel 
Bolivar 

Susan Seidensticker 
Chillicothe 

Myra Severance 
Somerset 

Mary V. Tesncr 
Warren 

Ike Thompson 
Columbus 

Dale Tornes 
Carroll ton 

Mary liirney 
Columbus 

Ruby M. Tyrcc 
Cleveland 

Ken Unger 
Ashtabula 

Virgil Onrast 
New Weston 

Stephanie E. Varga 
Columbus 

Joseph R. Vazzo 
Youngstown 

Thelma Wilson 
Ravenna 

Gloria L. Wo»T 
Xcnia 

Louis M. Wnyton 
, North Ridge ville 

Peggy Ycllen 
Ravenna 

Paul L. Yuizy 
Bowling Green 

Tennessee 

Wayne Allen 
Memphis 

Margaret Ann .Austin 
Knoxville 

C.Tom Baker 
Nashville 
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C Claire Bawcom 
; Franklin 

Lou M. Bcaslcy 
Nashville 

Minnie Bom mer 
Covington 

E. Lynn Brown 
Memphis 

Paige Cothren 
Memphis 

ArthurJ. Cox 
Johnson City 

Shirley Curry 
Brownsville 

Margaret H. Dichtel 
Memphis 

leannc D. Drcifus 
Memphis 

Margaret Dye 
Nashville 

Charles Gentr)' 
Knoxville 

Kay Greer 
Signal Mt. 

Laura Rule Hendricks 
Knoxville 

Leo Hok 
Memphis 

Rhoda Hyder 
Elizabeth 

James Martin 
Nashville 

LD. Middlebrook 
Memphis 

Michael Otis 
Concord 

Marjorie Pike 
Spnngfield 

Donald Schneller 
I^ascassas 

Carol Schramm 
Morristown 

Jerry Self 
Brentwood 

Kitty Smith 
Nasnville 

Nancy B. Stanley 
Oak Ridge 

Charles Walker 
Chattanooga 

Jane Way 
Cross ville 

Karl Weddle 
Knoxville 

Celcstine Williams 
Memphis 

West Virginia . 

Judith Boyd 
South Charleston 

Fred V, Brewer 
Huntington 

Ingrid Briles 
Glascow 



Tony DeRaimo 
Leewood 

James E. Greeley 
Arthur 

Audrey S. Home 
Whcehng 

Helen Lodge 
Montgomery 

John W. Looncy 
Wheeling 

Nancy Matthews 
Huntmgton 

Iris E. Mcintosh 
New Cumberland 



Dale N. Melton 
Elkview 

Barbara MidkjfT 
Huntington 

Joan T Montgonier)' 
Omar 

Paul C. Rcitcr 
Bradley 

Evelyn E. Richards 
Huntington 

Rebecca A. Romero 
Charleston 

Linda Swanson 
Vienna 

Manual Vioia 
Charleston 

Claren'*e Wanzcr 
Charleston 

Wisconsin 

Jatqueline Adams 
Milwaukee 

Lauri Roman Bernfeld 
Milwaukee 

Karen Bogcnschncidcr 
Bar ne veld 

Mary Ann Borman 
Shorewood 

Ruben Carrcno 
Racine 

Amelia Cornelius 
Depcre 



Beverly Davison 
Madison 

Joyce Dreyfus 
Madison 

Betty Fey* 
Madiion 

Roger Foley 
Ellsworth 

Gerald Hinks 
Granitsburg 

Geri Hobbs 
SchoBcld 

Amy Hohl 
Milwaukee 




Phyllis Huang 
Madison 

Robert C. Jenkins 
Stevens Point 

Steven Keller 
Hudson 

Gary Larson 
La Crosse 

Mary Lavender 
Middlcton 

Aline Lopez 
Waulusha 

Ann Miller 
Kenosha 

Mary Parks 
McFarland 

Barbara Pollci 
Fond Du L;ic 

Bill Richey 
Appleton 

Hania W. Ris 
Madison 

Chris Rocrdeii 
Brookfield 

Chet Rucinski 
Mosinee 

Michael Schwartz 
Milwaukee 

David E. Sharpe 
Manawa 

Marlenc Shawano 
Bowler 



Susaii B. Smith 
Madison 

Jean Spates 
Green Bay 

Mark Throckmorton 
Platteville 

Biarne Ullsvik 
Platteville 

Charles UphofT 
Madi.HOii 

At-Large Dele^-ates 
Minneapolis 

C.S. Adcs 

South Bend, Indiana 

Doris Alexander 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 

• Honey Alexander 
>iashvillc. Tennessee 

Julian Allen 
Gary, Indiana 

Pat Allen 

Brookhaven, Mississippi 

Patricia Ayres 
Sewanee, Tennessee 

P:.ulaS. Baker 
Dcs Moines, Iowa 

Pamela Banks 
Jackson. Mississippi 

James Bannon 
Detroit, Michigan 

Bill Barbeau 
Minneapolis. Minnesota 

Willi Barrow 
Chicago. Illinois 

Betty A. Barteau 
Indianapolis. Indiana 

Patricia Bellenger 
Walkes. Minnesota 

Barbara Bibb 
Gar)'. Indiana 

Anna Biggins 
McDonald, Ohio 

Unita Blackwell 
Macyervillc. Mississippi 

Richard Bodikcr 
Richmond, Indiana 

James Bopp 
fcrre Haute. Indiana 

Howard V. Brabson 
Ann Arbor. Michigan 

Mary Breucr t 
St. Louis. Missouri 

June Bugg 
Gadsden. Alabama 

Antanas Butkus 
University Heights. Ohio 

Sharon Carl 
Indianapolis. Indiana 

Woodrow W. Carter 
New York. New York 

Corrine Car\'er 
Columbus. Ohio 
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Nancy Chiswick 

State College, Pentisylvaiiia 

Joseph Codespoti 
Merrillville. Indiana 

NellisCuellar 
Detroit. Michigan 

Curtis Culver 

Terre Haute. Indiana 

Valjean Dickinson 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Gertrude Dishnion 
Anderson. Indiana 

Jean Duston 
Perrysburg, Ohio 

£ me Ellis 
Chicago, Illinois 

Jerlean Emmons 
Chicago. Illinois 

John R. Erwin 
Chicago. Illinois 

Lynn C. NcIF Fcchtnian 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Su.saTf Feinber^ 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Vera C. Foster 

Tuskcgec Institute. Alabama 

Wallace C. Fullon 
Stamford, Connecticut 

Ted J. Catlin 

St. Louis. Missouri 

Michael Graves 
Nashville. Tennessee 

Carl E. Guernsey 
Jackson, Mississippi 

Marce Hale 

Charleston, West Virginia 

Martha Hale 
Springfield. Kentucky 

Sanih Harder 

Kau Claire, Wisconsin 

Man* Angela Harper 
Washington. D.C 

Linda Hart 

Des Moines, Iowa 

Sprague Hazard 
Deerneld. Massachusetts 

Wilma Hazen 
Alexandria. Virginia 

Dwight HerlonK 
Huntsville. Alabama 

Gloria Herring 
Indianapolis. Indiana 

James L. Hetland 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 

Norman Hill 

New York. New York 

Joe Hinkle 
Nashville, 'Icniicssee 

Beverly W Hogan 
Jackson. Mississippi 

Paul Hopkins 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Walter Horlander 
Indianapolis, Indiana 
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Gcraldinejar^^on 
Ann Arbor. Michigan 

John K. Jackson 
Sl Koiiis, Mis.s()nri 

Miltlrwilcfircy 
Del roil, Miclii{V;Mi 

Kiii!i Hathaway jL'wst)n 
MiiniL'apoli<>, Minnesota 

Stephen Johns 
ClcvL'huul, Ohio 

tvc John.son 

C'hc'vy Chase. Maryhnitl 

Ken Johnston 
Fairncld. Illinois 

Kcuinalcl L. Jones 
IntTianapolis*. Indiana 

Roy Jones 
Fvan>ville, Indiana 

Ruhy Jones 
C'.antnn, Oliio 

Uyndell Jones 
Montgomery. Alahania 

Irlli/abcth Keith 
Washington. D.C 



Jim Knox 

l^ong Valley. New Jersey 

Patricia Leu/zi 

t'ast Lansing. Miclugan 

C;ordcti;i Lewis 
Indianapolis. Indiana 

liclores Lewis 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Jan Lindeinann 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Dehorah Little 
HneytoVn. Lonisiana 

Miihelle Luria 
Biriin'ngh:nn, Alabama 

Lynn Lyss 

St. Loni.s. Missotiri 

John K. Maloney 
C!olnni))Us. Ohio 

Htigo E. Mart/ 
V'aiparaiso. Indiana 

C!lairc McClinton 
Flint. Micliigan 

Kochelle McLainore 
indianapoHs. Indiana 

Joan B. McNagny 
Fort Wayne, hidiana 

.Mai jorit* Mechlenherg 
MinneapoHs. .Minnesota 

Katherine .M. .Meh)y 
I^ottstown. Pennsylvania 

James \. Miller 
Inciianapolis. Indiana 

Grace Powers Monaco 
Washington. D.C*. 

Raymond .Moore 

Berrien ,Spnngs, .Michigan 

Rnth Myers 
Unlnth. Minnesota 



Mary Jane Nelson 
Hohucn. Wisconsin 

Frances ?arks 

Grand Rapids, Michigan 

.Mian Peterson 
Wheaton. Illinois 

C:iiarlic V, Phillips 
Birmingham. Afahama 

.Mary Edna Porter 
Birniingham. Alalja/na 

Diana Ponnders 
.Montgomery, Alahair.a 

Annelle Reed 
Birmingham. AJahama 

Joanne Reid 
F.gansville. Indiana 

Mary Ellen Riordan 
Detroit. Michigan 

Cladys Rodman 
Natick. Massachi setts 

Gumen Cindo Saiis 
East Lansing, Mi higan 

Rodolfo San' -ir:; 
Washingicri, L^.C. 



Brenda Knapper Hubert Sapp 

Minneapolis. .Nlinnesota Enlaw. .AlaDnma 



Sandy S-»;i5o 
Indiahapolis. Indiana 

laicph .Seniancik 
Gary, Indiana 

Vera .Shaw 

Newton Center, Massachnsetts 

Barbara Smith 
hulianapolis, Indiana 

Grover Smith 
Birmingham. Alal)ama 

Ix'on Smith 
Nashville. Teiuiessee 

Nancy .Spears 
Anhurii. Alabama 

Alma .Stallworth 
Detroit. Michigan 

Panl .Stames 

St. Lonis. Missouri 

.Marilyn Steele 
Fliiu. Michigan 

Carole Siein 
Indianapolis. Indiana 

Peter Sulitk 

Ridgewood, New Jersey 

Sharon Sullivan 
Cohnnhns, Inch'ana 

Gertnide I harpe 
Birmingham. Alabama 

Marge Thomas 
Cleveland. Ohio 

Irene lomonto 

.Miami. Florida \ 

Kllen IraicoO 
Merrillville. Indiana 

Jean liifts 

Kxeter, New Hampshire 

Patricia lyson 
Birmingham. Alal)ama 



Judith Unjuhart 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa 

A'ldrea Vaughan 
Najiiiville. 'lenjiessee 

Berkeley K Watterson 
Detroit, Michigan 

Jane Weeks 
Gardendale. Alabama 

Thomas D, Weise 
.Mobile. .Alabama 

John White 
Detroit. Michigan 

Joan WiK»s/ 

iSt. Paul. Minnesota 

Vera Woo<n)nry 
'IL-rre llante. liu'.iana 

Addie Wyat! 
Chicago. Illinois 

Edward Yates 
Indianapolis. Indiana 
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A stirring keynote address by Health and Human Services 
Secretary Patricia Roberts Harris, a national news-making 
announcement on rental housing restrictions, and a third 
set of proposals to strengthen American families were 
among the highlights of the third and final White House Conference 
on Families, held in Los Angeles, July 10-12, 1980. 

For many, the first event of the Conference actually took place 
before the meeting had been called to order The occasion was a 
special mass, march and fiesta celebrating families, attended by some 
2,000 persons on Olvera Street, the <;ity s oldest and most historic 
area. Organized by the United Neighborhoods Organization, the 
Los Angeles-based Hispanic community group, the events were a 
powerful reminder that even with the stresses of the modern world, 
our families remain a great source of strength and hope. 

Appropriately enough, with the world's film capital only a few 
miles up the freeway, there was also a touch of Hollywood. Some 300 
early delegates an iving on Thursday morning at the Los Angeles 
Hilton, were treated to the premiere showing of "My Bodyguard," a 
highly rated family film produced by 20th Century Fox. The film, 
starring Ruth Gordon and Chris Makepeace, drew^ rave reviews from 
the delegates. 

Thursday: ^Speakfor 

all Americans^ 

After an invocation by Rabbi Leonard Beerman and greetings from 
Los Angeles Mayor Tom Bradley, more than 500 delegates heard 
Secretary Harris urge them to be constructively critical of govern- 
ment family policy. "Ask whether government policies related to the 
interest of families are effective . . . whether they are coherent . . . and 
whether the federal government commits the resources which are 
both needed and available to solving our problems." 

"Furthermore," she added, "you must ask if the nation, through 
its government, has established policies toward families which are 

2l4 




HHS Secretary Patricia Roberts Harris 
keynotes Los Angeles White House Conference. 
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The 

fbOoivers of Phyllis 
Schla% and Bethr 
Friedan are finalty 
lining up on the same 
sid<^ or a few issues, 
which should make 
their targets, fjncluding 
the teleiasion industiy^ 

veiy nervous. The 
forum for this miracle 

is the White House 
Conference on Families 
and the goal is to 
develop policies for 
improving the lot of 
American 
families today. 

EUt Grovt (JU.) Herald 




Actor Ed Asner 



designed to retain what one author has called the *human center/ a 
concern above all else for the well-being of people." Secretary Harris 
urged the delegates to help define what unites us as a nation. "You 
must speak not just for yourselves, but for all Americans, transcend- 
ing personal concerns in order to act on the nation's behalf." 

Secrerary Harris expressed particular concern for the plight of 
low-income Americans when she stated, "If we are to give families 
the support they deserve and need — if we as a nation are to give 
families the high priority we say is appropriate — then we must 
attend to an unfinished agenda, especially in health, in support of 
poor families, and in our fundamental commitment to the creation 
of a more humane society in which families not only survive but 
flourish." 

The "unfinished agenda" for American families cited by Secre- 
tary Harris was to be confronted by the Los Angeles delegates with 
dedication and enthusiasm. It was a lively Conference, with a variety 
of caucuses and a host of diflFerent viewpoints. But operating under 
time pressures already familiar to WHCF staflF and observers, the 
delegates from the western states and territories ultimately approved 
an innovative range of recommendations consistent with those 
produced in Minneapolis and Baltimore. 

^il Deeper Understanding'^ 

Dele^tes spent Thursday and Friday developing, discussing and 
debating recommendations in 20 workgroups and four topic ses- 
sions. On Thursday evening. Conference participants gathered in 
the hotel's main ballroom to hear from actor Ed Asner, star of 
CBS-TV's "the Lou Grant Show." Asner, one of Hollywood's leading 
volunteers in public service, brought laughter from the group with 
anecdotes about show business, then touched on a serious side of the 
Conference. 

"You may well find yourself finishing your three days here with a 
deeper understanding of each other — with a new respect and even 
aflFection for your fellow delegates," he told the group. "For while this 
Conference may be many things to many people, it is most certainly a 
forum for understanding and sharing, for reaching consensus on 
those problems where, if we speak as one voice, we can make a 
difiFerence." 

Of all the news that emerged from the three Conferences, none 
was more nationally significant than the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development's study on rental housing restrictions for 
families with children. Announced at a WHCF nev/s briefing Friday 
by HUD Deputy Assistant Secretary Elizabeth A. Roistacher, the 
study revealed that 26 percent of the nation's rental housing units are 
in buildings which ban families with children. 
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The report was the firs;, nationwide survey of renters and 
apartment managers. "Of particular significance," Dr. Roistacher 
told reporters, "is the fact Aat this practice is on the increase. Our 
survey shows that in 1974, 17 percent of the rental units were in 
buUdings which had a *no children' policy As of 1980, the figure has 
increased to 26 percent." 

The increase reflects two trends: a rise in the number of new 
buildings implementing such policies, and the adoption of "no 
children" policies by buildings which used to accept children, she 
added. Dr. Roistacher also described an accompanying report — A 
Study of How Restrictive Rental Practices Affect Families v/ith 
Children — also funded by HUD and based on personal interviews. 

"Considered together," she said, "the reports give us two per- 
spectives on restrictive rental practices. In one, we have a numerical 
finding of the instances of exclusion. In the other, we learn how the 
problem affects the housing search and the lives of families seeking 
rental housing." 

Before voting on recommendations Saturday morning, dele- 
gates were to be a part of two special events. 

Friday: Story of Love. . 

At mid-day Friday, delegates listened as luncheon speaker Alex 
Haley, author of "Roots," provided new insights on one of America's 
best-read family sagas. Haley recounted many of the struggles of 
Kunta Kinte, Chicken George, and in more recent times, his own 
father. 

"America took to 'Roots' because it is essentially a story of a 
family that worked together to overcome great hardships," Haley 
said. "It is a story of struggle and tragedy, but it is also a story of love 
and understanding. And I believe it reflects the great strength and 
rei^lience of families." Haley concluded by urging the delegates to 
work hard for what they believe. "All Americans will have gaired 
something if you can convert your energies into help for our families. 
Do what is in your hearts and in your minds." Haley left the stage to 
thunderous applause. 



Our 

luncheon speaker was 
Alex Haley, the author 
of 'Roots.' He talked 
about the continuation 

of life and family, 
discussing three areas 
— the ancestors who 
have gone before, the 
living who are presently 
occupying the earth, 
and tne unborn yet to - 
come. Tb me it made 
such sense for the 
continuation of the 
family and the 
hiunan race. 

Anne Leenknecht, Oregon Delegate 





Alex Haley 
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The Hispanic roots of Los Angeles provided the setting and 
much of the entertainment Friday evening during the final delegate 
special event of the Conference: a home grown family celebration on 
historic Olvera Street. Following a reception and performance by a 
mariachi band, the delegates were entertained by a variety of other 
cultural and ethnic groups, including Japanese-American, Afro- 
American and Eastern European dance groups. Afterwards, many 
of the delegates shopped and ate Mexican food in the square which is 
the birthplace of Los Angeles. The event was sponsored by the 
National Endowment for the Arts, the Los Angeles Cultural Affairs 
Department and numerous local organizations. 



Saturday: Voting Results 

Saturday morning the Hilton ballroom filled early as delegates 
prepared to vote on the recommendations. The workgroups and 
topic sessions had produced more /:han 50 proposals. More than 100 
delegates alternated at the microphones. Following a brief protest of 
50 delegates out of the nearly 600 present who marched to the stage 
to tear up one of their four ballots, the voting began in earnest. 

The results showed that education, aid to the disabled and tax 
reform dominated the top 15 proposals receiving huge margins of 
"yes" votes. 

Topping the list was a call for a "partnership between parents 
and schools to insure quality education for each student," which 
passed 479-27. The remaining top 14, by rank, were: 

2. A proposal to enforce existing laws supporting the disabled and 
to eliminate social, economic and political oppression against all 
ages in employment, transportation, education, housing and 
health services. 

3. The encouragement of public and private agencies and the 
media to "promote awareness and understanding of disabled 
persons and their families." 

4. In the interest of developing policies to "help rather than hurt 
families," analyze laws and regulations in terms of their impact 
on families. 

5. Development of a full range of government programs respon- 
sive to the needs of the handicapped. 

6. The promotion of community education "as a resource for 
families to help themselves and each other within their commu- 
nity." ^ 

7. Congressional investigation of the pornographic industry and 
enforcement of existing legislation. 

8. FCC license and program criteria to discourage "the glorifying 
of drugs and alcohol," and tc foster educational programming 
on substance abuse, with ongoing monitoring by private and 



public organizations. 
9. Revision of state and federal inheritance taxes to enable sur- 
vivors to maintain small business and family farms, and elimina- 
tion of the marriage tax. 

10. Tax code revision to allow married couples to file jointly or 
separately without penalty, tax credits for home care of the 
elderly or disabled, elimination of the inheritance tax for family 
members, and indexing of the personal income tax. 

11. Efforts by business, labor and government to provide employ- 
ment opportunities and maintain personnel policies compatible 
with a strong family life. This would include flextime, flexible 
leave policies for both sexes, and job sharing programs, among 
others. 

12. Establishment by the states and territories of professionally 
recognized courts of family law to deal only with legal matters 
affecting the family, such as divorce, custody, support, etc. 

13. Full government support of all child services, especially in the 
private sector, with tax incentives for charitable giving. 

14. Support for the voluntary sector through income tax deductions 
for personal expenses incurred in volunteer work (such as 
allowed in business, industry and government) and allowing tax 
payers who use the standard deduction and make charitable 
contributions to itemize their charitable contributions. 

15. State legislation establishing "court-connected conciliation and 
mediation as an alternative and supplement to the adversary 
system." 

In commenting on the recommendations. Tucker said the Los 
Angeles Conference had supported what began to emerge almost a 
year ago when the WHCF conducted the first of seven national 
hearings across the country. "It shows the American people share the 
same concerns about many issues that affect their families directly 
and deeply," he said. 

Tucker explained that families in all parts of the country had 
called for action regarding insensitive government policies, drug and 
alcohol abuse, the plight of older people shunted off to nursing 
homes, and many other issues. 

"These are issues that bring us together," Tucker said. "These are 
issues we can do something about through changes in policies and 
programs." 

And so the final White House Conference on Families had come 
to a close. A lot had happened in five weeks — three White House 
Conferences, 2000 delegates, more than 150 recommendations, 
dozens of caucuses, hundreds of speeches, conflict and ultimately, 
consensus. The Conference process, however, was far from oven 
There remained an important meeting of the WHCF's National Task 
Force in August to summarize the more than 150 recommendations, 
and then the critical task of working to convert them into action. 
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Few 

delegates agreed on 
all the 57 
recommendations that 
emerged from the 
hundreds of ideas 
considered in the 20 
workshops, but most 
found as did their 
counterparts at the 
Baltimore and 
Minneapolis 
conferences held last 
month, that they agreed 
on broad goaJs that 

appealed to 
representatives of 
sharply divergent 
i deofogical views • 

Ne^u York Times 
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Los Angeles Conference Contributors 



Plewmry Session 
Participants 

Ed Asner 
Actor 

Studio City, Califortm 

Rabbi Leonard Beerman 
Leo Baeck Temple 
Los Angeles, California 

Thomas Bradley 
Mayor, City of Los Angeles 

Gloria Chavez, NAC 
President 

United Neighborhoods Organization 
Los Angelts, California 

Reverend Mary Cline De trick, NAC 
Church of the Brethren 
Elgin, Illinois 

Guadalupe Gibson, Deputy Chair, 

WHCF 
San Antonio, Texas 

Alex Haley 

Author, Lecturer 

Los Angeles, California 

Patricia Roberts Harris 
Secretary 

U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services 
Washington, D.C. 

Monsignor Languille 

Catholic Welfare Bureau of Los Angeles 

Los Angele.s,, California 

Donald Seibert, Deputy Chair, WHCF 
Chair Chief Executive Officer 
J. C. Penney Company 
NeiP York, New York 

Jim Guy Tucker, Chair, WHCF 
iJttle Rock, Arkansas 

Reverend Leland Wilson 
Presideiit 

Los Angeles Council of Churches 
Los Angeles, Califcmin 



Topic Session 
Modemtors 



Families and Economic 
WeU*Being 

Moderator: 

Donald V. Seiben, Deputy Chair, NAC 
New York, New York 

Presenter: 

Ir\ing GarRnkel 

Director, Imatute for Research on Poverty 
University of Wisconsin 

Reactors: 

Walter Blass 

Director of Corporate Planning 
New York Telephone Company 
New York, New York 

Mildred Pitts Walter 
Freelance Writer 
Denver, Colorado 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Rashey Moten, NAC 
Kansas City, Missouri 

Families: Challenges 
and Responsibilities 

Moderator: 

Karen C. Fenton, NAC 
Director 

Human Resources development Programs 
Conferended Salish and Kootenai Tribes 
Missoula, Montana 




Presenter: 

Calfred Broderick 
Executive Director, Human Relations 
University cf Southern California 
Los Angeles, California 

Reactors: 

James Dobson 

Assistant Clinical Professor of Pediatrics 
School of Medicine 
University of Southern California 
Los Angeles, California 

Emma Yancey 

Extension Home Economist 

Early Childhood Specialist 

Cooperative Extension i 

University of Nevada 

Las Vegas, Nevada 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Jim Guy Tucker, Chairperson, WHCF 
Little Rock, Arkansas 

Families and Human Needs 

Moderator: 

Harold Yee, NAC 

Director, Asia, Inc. 

San Francisco, California 

Presenter: 

Mario G. Obledo 

Secretary, California State Health and Welfare 

Department 
Sacramento, California 

Reactors: 

Lilly Lee Chen 
Director of Special Projects 
Resource Development 
County of Los Angeles 
Department of Public Social Service 
Los Angeles, California 

Betty Edmondson 
Mayor, Yakima, Washington 

Voting Session Moderator: 
Harriette P. McAdoo 
Washington, D.C. 
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Families and Major 
Institutions 

Moderator: 

A. Sidney Johnson, III, NAC 
Diredor, Family Impact Seminar 
George Washington University 
Washington, D.C. 

Presenter: 

Blandina Cardenas Ramirez 
Former Commissioner 
Administration for Children, Youth and 
Families 

Department of Health and Human Services 
Washington, D.C. 

Reactors: 

Dr. Ted Ward 
College of Education 
Michigan State Unrversity 
Lansing, Michigan 

Deltha Colvin 
Wichita State University 
Wichita, Kansas 

Voting Session Moderator: 

Patsy Mink 
Honolulu, Hawaii 



Work Group 
ModercAors 



Marquerite Archie 
Los Angeles, California 

Patsy Fulcher 

San Francisco, California 

Mary Gonzalez-Mend 
Pomona, California 

Algea Harrison 
Franklin Village, Michigan 

Ed Heidig 

Thousand Oaks, California 

Jacob Herring 
Berkeley, California 

Martie Kendrick 
Washington, D.C. 

Nancy McComb 
Los Angeles, California 

Ruth Mayden 

Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania 

She rod Miller 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 




Actress and Los Angeles delegate Esther Rolie 

Norman Monroe 
Portland, Oregon 

Alex Norman 

Los Angeles, California 

Juanila Papillon 
Oakland, California 

Paul Parks 

Boston, Massachusetts 

Darlene Parra Robles 
Montebello, California 

Elsa Saxod 

San Diego, California 

Sharon Schuster 
Los Angeles, California 

Nina Sorkin 

Los Angeles, California 

Samuel Taylor 

Los Angeles, California 

Edwin Warren 

San Francisco, California 



Resource-Persons 

William Acosta 
Dallas, Texas 

Dora Ashford 
Santa Monica, California 

Catherine Brown-Rice 
Los Angeles, California 

Sandra Casber 
Washington, D.C. 

Neil Cohen 
Van Nuys, California 

Caroline Devine 
Washington, D. C. 

Robert Ginsburg 
' Washington, D.C. 

Ruth Hubbell 
Washington, D.C. 

Alfred Kahn 
New York, New York 

Sheila Kamerman 
New York, New York 

Herma Hill Kay 
Berkeley, California 

Karey Lobell 

Santa Monica^ California 

Sonny Melendre-s 
Hollywood, California 

Laura Miller 
Washington, D.C. 

John O'Connor 

San Francisco, California 

Wayne Perry 

Santa Monica, California 

Ann DeHuff Peters 
La Jolla, California 

Louis Rodriquez 
Los Angeles, California 

Rose Somerville 
El Cajon, California 

Lawence Stotter 

San Francisco, California 

Carolyn Vash 
Altadena, California 
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Recorders 



Sue Baum 

Los Angeles, California 

Virginia Burke 
Washington, D. C 

Joane Englke 

Rio Dalis Verdes, California 

Fay Freed man 
Washington, D.C 

Francis Guinn 
San Pedro, California 

Monica Jensen 
Redondo Beach, Calif or.iia 

Elizabeth Keith 
Washington, D. C 

Barbara Kelly 
Washington, D.C 

Mary Kinetz 

Manhattan Beach, California 

Caroline Ladd 

Silver Spring, Maryland 

Carol Lessin 
Whittien California 

Linda Levine 
Monterey Park, California 

Madeline McCarthy 
Los Angeles, California 

Suzanne Madall 
Los Angeles, California 

Audrey Matthews 
Los Angeles, California 

Martha Maya 

Los Angeles, California 

Carol Montano 
Aztisa, California 

Rose Norton 

Beverley Hills, California 

Anna Olvcra 

Los Angeles, California 

Jan Overturf 

Manhattan Beach, California 

Ruth Philips 

Los Angeles, California 

Maureen Quinn 
Manhattan Beach, California 

Doris Rosenberg 
Manhattan Beach, California 




Kay Smith 
Washington, D.C 

Kiana Wade 

Los Angeles, California 



Parliamentarians 



Jenny Arklin 
Sylmar, California 

Alexandra Brown 

Los Angeles, California 

Alice Chancellor 

Los Angeles, California 

Kathryn Clay 
FuUerton, California 

Mary Alice Cole 
Hespeiia, California 

Steven Oilman 
Woodland Hills, California 

Geraldine Grant 

Los Angeles, California 

Ruth Harris 
Bloomington, California 

Meta Haupt 

Los Angeles, California 

Arthur Heys 
Marywood, California 

Leonard Hummel 

El Segtindo, California 

Gladys Jorres 
Glendale, California 

Alan Jung 

Los Angeles, California 

Evelyn Lawrence 
Redlands, California 



Maureen Madery 
Encino, California 

Charles Naddeo 
El Monte, California 

Edythe Nay 
Glendale, California 

Thais M. Plaisted 
Los Angeles, California 

Doris Scobey 
Hollywood, California 

Peter Tbnelli 

Cypress, California 

Geraldine Tbwnsend 

Cerritos, California 

Helen Vale 
Reseda, California 

Barbara Wave 

Los Angeles, California 
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IPS ANGELES CONFERENCE DELEGATES 



Delegates 

Alaska 

Vicky Baucher 
Anchorage 

Beliye Davis 
Ancnorage 

Shirley Dean 
Fairbanks 

Julie Knagin 
Kodiak 

Lcslye Kor\'ola 
Fairbanks 

Joyce Rivers 
Anchorage 

Waller SobolofT ' ' 
Icnakee Spring's 

Susan Sullivan 
Anchorage 

Linda Walsh 
Anchorage 

Michale £. Wakt 
Anchorage 

American Samoa 

High Chief Unutoa S. Liufai 
Pago Rago 

Aneta F. Xfulitauopcle 
Pago Pago 

Lie Petelo, 
Pago Pago 

Rev. Tima Ti;na 
Pago Pago 

AJauni S. Statu*u 
Pago Pago 

Tu'Uinaatu Jane Uhrle 
Pago Pago 

Arixona 

Ronald S. Barber 
Tucson 

Olmedo Abcyta 
Guadalupe 

Vaida Black 
Page 

Beiiy Beckham 
Kingman 

Jane Candy 
Tcmpe 

Shireley L, Dawson 
Golbe 

Carlos Gutierrez 
Phoenix 

Donjacobson 
Yuma 

lames R. Jacobson 
Yuma 



^ Lund M. Johnson 
Thatcher 


* Sydney Gurewitz Clemens 
San Francisco 


rviuiiij. orunn 
San Anselmd 


Neil Miller 
VacavUle 


Lillye Henderson Jones 
Phoenix 


Norma K. Clevenger 
Sacramento 


Lafayette 


Anthony Mingo 
Panorama City 


Julia Dixie Kesslcr 
Phoenix 


Grace M. Davis 
Los Angeles 


*i»wn naipcrn nan 
Irvine 


Ella P. Mitchell 
Clarcmont 


Paul Ramirez 
lucson 


Joe Dcbbs 
Sacramento 


CVnrhia A M^irrl^n 

Sacramento 


Alice J. Moe 
Salina 


Robert J. Re.lly. MD 
Tucson ■ 


Donald Demsher 
Redding 


Rowland Heights 


Max Munt ^ 
Los Angeles 


Ella G. Rumley 
Tucson 


Jane Dill 
Orange 


^uiiiidj. niicncns 
San Francisco 


Cipriano Montuya 
San Jose 


James E. Scoresby 
Mesa ' 


Lorena Dixon 
Pauma Valley 


L/avia Horner 
Inglcwood 


Joseph Munoz 
San Lorenzo 


Barbara Simons 
Phoenix 


Suzanne Dworak-Peck 
San Francisco 


Janet Lynn Homer 
Santa Monica 


Arthur W. Naldoza 
Sacramento 


Doris Tyler 
Winslow 


Alicia Dondero 
Santa Barbara 


San Francisco 


Dale E. Nielsen 
Livermore 


Frank R. Williams 
lucson 


Jacquelyn Dupont-Walker 
Los Angeles 


\f3rflr3r^f Ann Ii^n^« A 

Daly City 


Patrick Ogawa 
Gardena 


California 


Shirley Eichberg 
Ensino 


MintO F K^irnn 

Beverly Hills 


Dan Owens 
Concord 


Lois Abrams 
Seal Beach 


Doris Enderle 
Huntington Beach 


Mabel M. Keller 
Mariposa 


Diane K. Pardue 
San Diego 


Dora J. Ashford 
Santa Monica 


Patricia Ann Ennis 
EI Cajon 


Michael R Kemper 
Long Beach 


Karen R. Peters 
Orange 


Robert E Bach 
Altaville 


Antonio Estremera 
San jose 


Elisabeth Kersten 
Fair Oaks 


Susan F Rice 
Santa Monica 


Donald J. Bahl 
Mountam \^ew 


Donald H. Fibush 
Walnut Creek 


Angelina Kobabe 
Westlakc Village 


Wilson Riles. Jr. 
Oakland 


Edsell H. Beasley 
Sacramento 


PamilaJ. Fisher 
Modesto 


Ann Kocher 
Parris 


. Nilda Rimonte 
Los Angeles 


Joyce Bingham 
Antioch 


Stephen Fong 
Rodeo 


James L. D. Lamm 
San Francisco 


H.Jean Rine 
Santa Rosa 



Norma Block 
Lemon Grove 

Tames L. Boone 
Irvine 

Harriet L. Borson 
Beverly Hills 

Ivy Bottini 
Los Angeles 

Janet Browne 
Napa 

Ethel M. Bussey 
San Diego 

Denielle J. Butler 
Fresno 

RosaHo Carr- Casanova 
Tlburon 

Donna M. Chavez 
San Bernardino 

Lilv Lee Chen 
El Monte 

Christinne Chocek 
Cerritos 

Shelli Chosak 
Los Angeles 

Antionette Clark 
Chico 



Linda Fox 
Roseville 

Catherine Fraser 
San Francisco 

Madenia M. Freitas 
San Jaqinto 

Anthony Garcia 
Berkeley 

Georgia Garrett-Norris 
Costa Mesa 

Ruth S. Gasten 
Livermore 

Douglas N. Gericke 
Highland 

Julia D. Gertler 
Tarzana 

Arlene Sicade Gilben 
El Monte 

Peggy L. Gilmore 
Gardena 

Jean S. Goodrich 
Carpi nteria 

Helen D. Graham 
Sacramento 

Donna K. Gruenholz 
Oakland 



Fames G. Larson, 
La Crescenta 

Phyllis Lee 
Los Angeles 

Jane Leonard 
Atwater 

Sheila Y. Lopez 
Oakland 

Rose Marciano Lucey 
Oakland 

Rita Luftig 
Chula Vista 

James La Maida 
Los Angeles 

Shelley Mandell 
Los Angeles 

Alice Aspen March 
Los Angeles 

Florence Martin 
Modesto 

Richard A. McCoy 
Si mi Valley 

Helen A. Mendes 
Los Angeles 

Peggy Menginscr 
Modesto 



Eliezer Risco 
Fresno 

Effie Robinson 
San >'rancisco 

Sharon Robinson 
Culver City 

Esther Rolle 
Los Angeles 

Jan Rudolf 
Sacramento 

Eleanor M. Sams 
San Francisco 

Fernando Sanga 
Brawley 

Robert Schmidt 
Reedley 

Josylyn Sejg;al 
San Francisco 

Fern Scizer 
Beverly Hills 

Jan Severson 
Solvang 

Harriet Shields 
Lynn wood 

Patricia Squires Siege! 
San Francisco 
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Lillian Silbcrstein 
San Jose 

Bettyc O. Simon 
San Francisco 

Cathy Sizemorc 
Sacramento * 

Teanne V/. Smith 
Woodland 

John Spcrry 
Buena Park 

Adcle I. Starr 
Los Angeles 

Geri Stone 
Los Angeles 

Calvin H. Siurgies.Jr. 
San Francisco^ 

Hcrshel K. Swinger 
Los Angeles 

Jcannie Tindell 
Carmichael 

Kathleen Torres 
Oakland 

Lillian M. Vicih 
Oxnard 

Delia Villarreal 
San Diego 

Alfredo Vlllasenor 
San Jose 

Sister Sheila Walsh 
Los Angeles 

David Way- 
Oakland 

Rochelle R. Webh 
Banning 

Cc Ce Weeks 
Berkeley 

Betty Williams 

J. Lindsay Woodard 
Whiitier 

Laura Yanes 
Sacramento 

Sharon Yarian 
Sacramtrnto 

Lea Ybarm^Soriano 
Fresno 

Beverly C. Yip 
San Diego 

Colorado 

Donna Behrcndi 
Evergreen 



mes Brophy 
ma 



Carol Decicco 
Craig 

Linda Eichen^reen 
Colorado Spnngs 

Mary Ann Guillot 
Denver 



Juanl 
Denv 



ita Hcrrera 



Ann Kerwin 
Denver 



Raymond Leidig. MD 
Denver 


Calvir C.J. Sia. MD 
Honolulu 


Connie Dawson 
Wichita 


Alice Elliott 
Billings 


Dorothy Martin. Ph.D. 
Fort Collins 


Barbara J. Tanaoe 
Honolulu 


Patriciajo Enos 
Baldwin City 


John Frankino 
, Helena 


Frances McConnetl 
Monte Msia 


Michael C. Tuland 
Hitd 


Lydia Gon/ales 
Garden City 


Carolyn R. Gahnkin 
Bozcman 


Charles Mowrcy ^ 
Denver swumv 


.\ancy H. Hodges 
Salina 


Rodney L. Garcia 
Billings 


CO WKazaiu . 
Littleton 


loat) Chase 
Lewiston 


Margaret Hund 
Hulton 


Nancy Hotchkiss 
Helena 


Donna Phelps 
Parlin 


Kathy Corn 
Boise 


Carolyn C Kuhn 
Emporia 


Ingolf Kronstad 
Great Falls 


Johnny Raigoza 
Pueblo 


^larvann Green 


Charles Love 
Wichita 


Linda Nelson 
Medicine Lake 


Joan Russell 
Boulder 






Michcle Robinson 
Butte 


Evelyn Shamhart 
Love land 






Nebraska 


Harold SteinhofT 
Durango 






Marilyn Bath 
Auburn 


Robert Tracr 
Colorado Springs 






Grand Island 


.Alex E. Trujillo 
Arvaca 






ooD ocismurpu 
North Platte 


Juanita Tucker 
Denver 






Fannie Goodwin 
Omaha 


Venni D. Valdez 
Ignacio 






Christine Hanus 
Lincoln 


Mildred Pitts Walter 
Denver 






Bev Juliiisoii 
Omaha 








Cura Jones 
Niobrara 


Guam 






Agana 


Grant Hansen 
Burley 


Ted Maple 
Ulysses 


Charles Nichuls 
Omaha 


Artemio R. Garricio 
GMF 


Sylvia Hunt 
Caldwell 


Howard Osofsky 
Tupeka 


W. W. Niiernbergcr 
Lincoln 


Constance Gcrhold 
GMF 


Dorala Jenkins 
St. .Anthunv 


Donna Pcrhne 
Wichita 


Pamela Openshaw 
Bellcvue 


Father Mel McCorinack 
Agana 


LcIa Ligens 
Pocatello 


Frank Shcchan 
Dudge City 


.Mar>' Lou Pic kc rill 
Syracuse 


Evelina O. McDonald 
GMF 


Ro^er .Madscn 
Boise 


Rozclla Swisher 
Kansas City 


Wayne Schumacher 
ScottsblufT 


Hawaii 


Larry Plott 
Pocatello 


Rose Ann Thatcher 
Salina 


Frank Sobota 
Cclumhus 


Donna Aana 
Waimea Kauai 


Eileen Smith 
Boise 


Ann Viola 
Topcka 


Helen Suiek 
Lincoln 


Sharon I. BintlilF. MD 
Honolulu 


Domid Stoltz 
Coeurdealanc 


Bonnie Wilson 
Topcka 


Jane Volk 
Battle Creek 


Diane Dcbruno Cox 
Kailua 


[Ld Van DtiSOn 
Eagle 


Albert WinRlcr 
.\Ianhattan 


Barbara Zitpoiocky 
Broken Bow 


Gary G?rrido 
Ksneoh^r 


.Margjjret Vincent 
Filer 


C'arolyn Zartcr 
Shawnee 


Nevada 


Anne Huadley 
Honuhilu 


Kansas 


Montana 


C.arol I. Carlson 
Las Vegas 


Shiineji Kanazawa John Bosio 
Houolulu Overland Park 


C. Lcrov Andorson 
.Missoula 


Donna Beth Downer 
.Sparks 


Carol McN^ainee 
Honolulu 


£. L. Broadnax 
Fupcka 


Colleen Cohn 
Helena 


Robert E. Edniundson 
Carson City 


Patricia Anderson Murray 
Honolulu 


Orlinda Ruth Chumhiey 
Colby 


Dunna Kay Danz 
Bigfork 


Janna Sue Gardner 
Carson City 


Charlotte C. >«7akamura 
Wailukt) Maui 


Dcltha Colvin 
Wichita 


John R, Downs 
Helena 


Karen Hayes 
Lits Vegas 


Daniel Park. Jr. Charles Curtis 
Honolulu Wichita 


Mac Man Ellingson 
Missoula 


Robert M. Matthews 
Liis Vegas 
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Sue iPark 
Ganlnervilie 

Carol iPiaul 
Las Vegas 

Edward W. Stafford. MD 
Reno 

Janine H. Triggs 
Sparks 

New Mexico 

Lcroy Dick 
Shiprock ^ 

Jon Dieniin 
Socorro 

Connie Tsosic Gaussoin 
Santa Fe 

Albert Gonzales 
Santa Fe 

Charlotte Goodwin 
Albuquerque 

Andres S, Hernandez 
Santa Rosa 

Alice King 
Santa Fe 

Jov Malry 
Albuquerque 

Ramona Morales 
Bayard 

Cecilia Rosales 
Gallup 

Idell Savisky 
Lovington 

Kathy Sena 
Santa Fe 

Allen Vuung 
Roswell 

North DakoU 

Lowell L, Cheney 
Minot 

Erica Gade 
Sawyer 

Lawrence Pete Naadcn 
Braddock 

Brian Palecek 
Bismarck 

Leona Palnaude 
Belocurt 

Jeannette Radig 
Bismarck 

Glcnda Sanford 
Fargo 

Arlene L. Schultz 
Arnegard 

Zoe Smith 
Bismarck 

Darlene Webber 
Devils Lake 

OkUhoma 

Don L. Anderson 
Tulsa 

Beverly Crabtree 
Stillwater 



Judith Barton Dennis 
Oklahoma City 

Jerry David Dillon 
Tulsa 

Sandy Garrett 
Muskogee 

Millie A. Gia^o 
Oklahoma City 
\ 

Neva Grace Haigler 
Watonger 

- " Hastings 
Lawton 

Margeret Ann Henderson 
Stiglcr 



Oregon 

Paula Abbott 
Portland 

Gabriel Avery 
Lake Oswego 

Phyllis Barnett 
Newberg 

James H. Bean 
Oregon City 

Zel Brook 
Co waller 

Sue O. Carey 
Portland 




Henrietta Hicks 
Bolcy 

David R. High 
Edinond 

Melba Hinchey 
Guymon 

Shirley Klar 
Tulsa ' 

Rev. Kenneth F.. Kulinski 
Oklahoma City 

Phyllis V/. Lauingcr. MD - 
Tulsa 

Wilma Lcftwich 
Broken Arrow 

Betty McElderry 
Purcell 

Frank Moore 
Edmond 

JuanitaJ. Ncconic 
Oklahoma City 

Sharon V. Nickols 
Stillwater 

Michael A. Nomura 
Owasso 

Ann W Pemlta 
Stillwater 

Cindy Worley Rambo 
Oklahoma City 

Thelma O. Whitlow 
Tulsa 

Betty Wilcox 
Edmond 



Margery Green Clough 
Irrigon 

Michael M. Ego 
Eugene 

Robert E. Jensen 
Pendleton 

Anne Keenknecht 
Grants Pass, Josephine 

R B. Michaels 
Astoria 

Sharon IxBaron Morgan 
Salem 

Mar)* C, Opray 
Gresham 

Miguel A. Salinas 
Gladstone 

Alice Kay Simpson 
Portland 

Gerrie Smith 
Salem 

JefTStevens 
Portland 

Peter Jan Vcnnewitz 
Portland 

Prosanna Williams 
Warm Springs 

South Dakota 

Matilda Black Bear 
Vermillion 

Katherine De Mersseman 
Rapid City 



Dorothy Gill 
Sisseton 

Mrs. Harold Halverson 
Milbank 

Deb Hofer 
Aberdeen 

Arlinda McCumber 
Brookings 

Donald L. Meyer 
RedHcId 

Senator Doris Miner 
Gregory 

Ralph Nauman 
Mitchell 

Maurice Olson 
Waubay 

NIarcella Price 
Pierre 

John ShaelTcr 
Flandreau 

Kitty Werthman 
Pierre 

Texas 

Elizabeth D. Acker 
Temple 

Lucy Acosta 
EI Paso 

H. Bruce Ayars 
Bedford 

Margaret Baillargeon 
Dallas 

James E. Berkeley 
Houston 

Maisie Birkelbach 
Littlefield 

Marilyn Black 
Houston 

lieba Boyd 
Abilene 

Samuel E. Burton 
Houston 

Edmond Carmody 
San Antonio 

Ronald L. Carter 
Arlington 

Douglas C. Chatfield 
Lubbock 

Ginny Cleaver 
Austin 

B. W, Corpany 
Fricndswood 

Romeo R. Di Benedetto ' 
El Paso 

Jan Edmondson 
Dallas 

Jeanne Marilyn Fagadau 
Dallas 

Eadie Falkner 
Big Spring 

Myrtle Fontenq 
Houston 

Sister Regina Foppe 
Lubbock 



Marguerite Foulk 
Beaumont 

Adrian Rhea Fowler 
Austin 

Mel Gabler 
Longview 

Alicia Gallegos'Abraca 
Corpus Christi 

Mary Joan Graham 
Houston 

Wayne Grant 
El Paso 

Nadine Gregg 
Amarillo 

Kamilah Hakeem 
Dallas 

Joann Hall 
Jasper 

Trula Harvey 
Houston 

Brenda S. Hayes 
Lubbock 

Judy Herb 
Con roe 

Mary Hicks 
San Antonio 

Jonathan M. Hole 
Dripping Springs 

Darlene F^ubbard 
Beaumont 

Joy James 
Fort Worth 

Donald Mack Johnson 
Humble 

Jennie C. Kitching 
College Station 

Elaine Kolodziej 
Floresville 

Roger D. Lafollette 
Houston 

Carol Lehnert 
Victoria 

Wyatt W. Lipscomb 
Dallas 

Donald S. Longworth 
Lubbock 

Charles Lott 
Azle 

Linda K. May 
Houston 

Dpniel B. McGee 
Waco 

Cynthia A. Miller 
Midland 

Jeanettc I. Mills 
Port Arthur 

Burt Mires 
Orange 

Rene Moquin 
Fort Worth 

Colleen Parro 
Dallas 

Janet Patterson 
Dallas 
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Virginia M. Perez 
Laredo 

BiUic C. Pickard 
Raymondville 

Robert A. D. Powell 
Galveston 

Suzanne Reynolds 
Houston 

Pan) B. Reznick 
Austin 

Tames K. Ribbeck 
Houston 

Elizabeth Rohn 
KerrviUe 

Mary Jane Ruhl 
Houston 

Kurt Schuler 
El Paso 

Polly Sowell 
Austin J 

Eleanor Paulette Standefer 
Dallas 

Fred R. Sunscll 
Corpus Christ! 

Virginia Steenson 
Richardson 

Molly Stewart 
Dallas 

Myrtle M. Tarver 
Beaumont 

Majorie Tenison 
Dallas 

Florence E. Thymes 
Austin 

Julia I. Velez 
San Antonio 

Margerie WUcer 
McAlIen 

Proxie Warminskl 
Dallas 

Mary Ann Watts 
Woodsboro 

Lois C. White 
San Antonio 

George Willeford, MD 
Austin 

Mary Jo Granacher 

Woodhousc 
Corpus Christ! 

La Neil Wright 
Dallas 

Marcelino Ybarra 
San Juan 



Drust Ibrritories of the 
Pacific 

Enid Mackay 
Ma Joro Atoll 

Augustine H. Moses 
Saipan, CM 

Rcsio S. Moses 
Saipan, CM 

Raymond Ulochung 

Palau Western Caroline Island 



Doro Weital 
Kolonia^ Ponope 

Utah 

Sharon Ernst 
American Forks 

Ellen Furgis 
Salt Lake City 

Glen Jenson 
Logan 

Philip Kunz 
Provo 

Ester Landa 
Salt Lake City 



Dave Haley 
Seattle 

Alice Hallenius 
Omak 

Charles Hart 
Seattle 

Vcma Hill 
Redmond 

Edith Hottowe 
Neah Bay 

Clarence A. Hurst, Jr. 
Pasco 

Marcia Koster 
Spokane 




Richard P. Lindsay 
Salt Lake City 

Richard Maxficld 
Salt Lake City 

June Nebker 
Salt Lake City 

Kay Rawson 
Hooper 

Lloyd Selleneit 
Bountyful 

Elaine Smart 
Salt Lake City 

Adrien Taylor 
Hoab 

Donald Thomas 
Salt Lake City 

Washington 

Robert J. Backstein 
Tacoma 

In^rid Fabbe Bauer 
Fnday Harbor 

Stayner Brighton 
Burlington 

Linda C'-.fton 
Ephrata 

Helen Donovan 
Vancouver 

Beverly Gabrio 
Bellevue 

Steve Garza 
Renton 



Christine Pratt Marston 
Lynn wood 

Tracy Neal 
Seattle 

Mary Oehlerick 
Olympia 

Theresa Oh 
Seattle 

* 

Mary Parvi 
Longview 

Judy Quinton 
Seattle 

Kay Regan 
Seattle 
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NatioJial Tcisk Force: yi ' 

Consolidating the Voices 



The final working session of delegates to the White House 
Conference on Families took place August 19-20, 1980 
when approximately 115 membefrs of the National Task 
Force met in Washington, D.C. to summarize Conference 
recommendations and identify strategies for their implementation. 
The Task Force consisted of an elected representative from each of 
the 55 state and territorial delegations, 22 appointed delegates, and 
the 40 members of the National Advisory Committee. Its tasks were 
simple: to ensure accountability in the reporting of the Conference 
recommendations in the final report and to suggest strategies jfor 
implementation. 

During the two-day meetings. Task Force members reviewed, 
consolidated, and summarized the more than 150 recommendations 
that had been prodticed at the three Conferences, being careful to 
maintain tone and intent. Then the Task Force discussed ways to 
convert the recommendations into action. 

Mondale: Histoid Charter for ReformV 

The highlight of the Task Force session was Vice President Walter E 
Mondale's address during a reception in the Indian Treaty Room of 
the Old Executive Office Building. The Vice President commended 
the group on its hard work and offered some personal comments on 
the Conference process. 

"This Administration and our country is proud of the creative 
and effective way you've carried out the President's mandate," he told 
the group. "You've done so much . . . national hearings . . . state 
conferences ... a research forum . . . not one but three White House 
Conferences ... and now this Task Force. Your Conference has 
revealed the high level of consensus on many issues of great im- 
portance to American families . . . You have given us the b^sic charter 
for reform and improvement in America," he said. ** We are going to 
take your advice seriously." 

At the Task Force's opening meeting, WHCF Chairperson Jim 
Guy Tucker called the group to order and, following an invocation by 
Rabbi Abraham Kelman, members reviewed the purposes and 
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procedures in detail. Tucker emphasized that in their consolidation 
; of the recommendations, the Task Force members could not intro- 
duce new material or alter the content of the proposals. The repre- 
sentatives viewed a portion of a CBS TV documentary on the 
Conference, one of three network shows focusing on the WHCE 

Dr. Elizabeth Roistachcr, deputy assistant secretary of the De- 
partnient of Housing and Urban Development, then highlighted 
Housing Our Families, a new HUD report dealing with the problems 
of families in obtaining housing. The report, based in part on a 
nationwide survey of renters and apartment managers, said that 26 
percent of the nation's rental housing units are in buildings which 
ban families with children. This figure is a significant increase over a 
survey conducted in 1974 when only 17 percent of rental units wer^ 
found to be in buildings which practiced a **no children" policy, she 
added. 

Summarizing the Recommendations 

Task Force members had five hours to review and summarize the 
recommendations in four topic groups: Families and Economic 
Well-Being'; Families: Challenges and Responsibilities; Families and 
Human Needs; and Families and Major Institutions. ^ 

Recommendation summary statements and comparison charts 
approved in the topic groups were typed overnight for distribution 
to the Task Force members. After delegates reviewed the materials 
the next morning, discussion and approval of the proposals in their 
final form got underway, a process that involved four intense hours 
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More than 
100,000 people 
participated in state 
conferences this past 
year and helped araw 
up the agenda for tihe 
nationalmeetings in 
three cities this month. 

What u'as on their 
minds was not ERA or 
abortion, but 
government 
insensitivity to families, 
the need for qualit}' 

child care, the 
enormous stress the 
economj' is putting 
on famines. 

Judy Mann, Washiugiou Post 
CoIuninis( 
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A U^l of 
consensus 
recommendations jfrom 
the three separate ' 
meetings was issued 
today as a 117 member 
task force met here to 
discuss them and find 

"ways to put them to 
work • • • Tne task force 
ivilllay the 
groundwork for 
implementhig some of 
the re(>^oi.nmendations. 

RochC.icr (N.Y.) Democrat-ChronicU 

^ 99 



of suggested amendments and voting. The process went smoothly as 
the delegates sought to refine the work of each topic group. The final 
summaries were approved overwhelmingly One minority report 
signed by 18 of the 1 15 delegates voiced concern over "the growth of 
the federal bureacracy" and expressed fears tF^at the Conference 
"will be interpreted as a mandate to assume even greater power and 
influence/' 

With that detailed job completed, Tucker introduced John 
Calhouti, commissioner of the Adminstration of Children, Youth 
and Families. Calhoun stressed his support of the Conference and 
committed the help of his agency and its Office for Families in the 
implementation effort. 

The delegates then met in four groups to discuss implementa- 
tion strategies and return for the final plenary to report on their 
discussions. They began with reports on implementation and advo- 
cacy at the state level. Many state delegations and committees were 
already work trying to turn WHCF proposals into new policies and 
directions for state programs. They discussed how state delegates 
and committees could become an ongoing advocacy force. 

They shared plans to involve state and national organizations in 
the effort to implement the Conference actions through education 
and lobbying efforts. One representative shared the signed pledges 
to work for enactment of Conference proposals by hundreds of 
members of the Elks Auxiliary 

The Task Force discussed how to use the six months of staffed 
WHCF national activity They focused their attention on com- 
municating the results of the Conference, involving a variety of 
organizations, and working with leaders in government and the 
private sector. They also discussed how to work with the new Office 
for Families and insure continued access to the White House and key 
decision-niakers. They committed themselves to the task of turning 
their ^ord^. into real change to benefit families. 
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Late Wednesday aft 
spirit of cooperatior] 
reception at the Old 
President's remarks t 
for domestic affairs, 
now have a substanti 
action on families. I 
bureaus or Washing 
thousands of people 

He promised th 
ful attention. '^My.sta 
report back to me oi 
speed up the implem 
departments toinsur 
proposals," he promi 

Eizenstat said \ 
President on his ecor 
already making a dii 
niendations may be i 
Task Force. 

Just one week h 
economic revitalizad< 
'i^arriage tax penalty 
Conference. Implem< 
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^erence^ 

, Tucker thanked the Task Force for its 
ard work and invited the members to a 
tive Office Building. Following the Vice 
tuart Eizenstat, assistant to the President 
e group that because of the WHCF, "we 
nda — a way to move beyond rhetoric to 
It agenda comes not from government 
^rest groups, but from thousands upo*i 
id. 

^F recommendations will be given care- 
eview all the recommendations and will 
we can do at the White House level to 
►n process. We will work with the federal 
hey are reviewing and considering your 

just come from a meeting with the 
evitalization program. "Your eflForts are 
he reported. "Some of your recom- 
ented before the ink is dry," he told the 

esident Carter proposed as part of his 
jram a tax deduction to minimize the 
third highest recommendation of the 
n was off and running. 
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Presidential Assistant SUxart Eizenstat with' 
WHCF Chairman Jim Guy Tucker and NAC 
member Mary Cline Deirick. 



The National Task Force gathers in the Indian 
Treaty Room to hear from Vice President 
Mondale and Stuart Eizenstat^ assistant to the 
President. 
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Presidential Announcement 




January 50, /pjp — In order to help stimu- 
iate a national discussion of the state of 
American families, I will convene a Wliite 
House Confcience on Families in Wash- 
ington. D.C., December 9-13. 1979. 

Families are both the foundation of 
American society and its most important 
institution. In a world becoming more 
complex every day, our families remain the 
most lasting influence on our lives. 

I am confident that the American family 
is basically sound, and that we can and will 
adjust to the challenges of changing times. 
Yet American families confront growing 
problems. Two out of five marriages now 
end in divorce. One child in eight is born 
outside of marriage. A million young 
Americans now run away from home each 
year. In the face of these difficulties, I am 
encouraged by the increasing interest in 
the state of the family by people from all 
walks of life. 

The main purpose of this White House 
Conference will be to examine the 
strengths of American families, the dif- 
ficulties they face, artd the ways in which 



family life is affected by public pK)licies. 
The Conference will examine the impor- 
tant effects that the world of work, the 
mass media, the court system, private in- 
stitutions, and other major facets of our 
society have on American families. 

This Conference will clearly recognize 
the pluralism of family life in America. 
The widely differing regional, religious, 
cultural and ethnic heritages of our coun- 
try affect family life and contribute to its 
diversity and strength. Families also differ 
in age and composition. There are families 
in which several generations live together, 
families with two parents or one, and 
families with or without children. The 
Conference will respect this diversity. 

The work of this Conference, in con- 
junction with our current efforts to im- 
plement family-oriented government 
policies, can help strengthen and support 
this most vital and enduring social re- 
source. I look forward to participating in 
the work of the Conference and receiving 
its report. 
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The PresidenVs Address 



Remarks of the President to the White House 
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THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. Jim Guy 
Tucker, Bishop SlalTord, Mayor SchaefFer, 
Coretta King. Mario Cuomo, Guadalupe 
Gibson, Maryann MahalTey and Senator 
Mathias and Senator Sarbanes who came 
over here with me, members of the Na- 
tional Advisory Committee and delegates 
to this first White House Conference on 
the Families. 

As you probably know, I feel a deep 
sense of gratitude to all of you, particularly 
those who have helped to make successful 
the preparations for this first of three very 
important meetings. Jim Guy Tucker and 
John Carrand thousands of others, includ- 
ing some of you, have helped to make this 
day possible. You have literally reached 
out to the heart of America, and not just to 
the professional experts, but to hundreds 
of thousands of people literally who be- 
lieve that 3 strong family is the basis for a 
strong America. 

We've had meetings now in all the ter- 
ritories and in 48 of the 50 states — people 
have laid the groundwork for this confer- 
ence and the ones thai will follow in fSin- 
neapolis and in Los Angeles. 

We are brought together by one thing: 
by our love and our concern for the 
families of our country. I don't know of a 
finer motivation and I don't know of a 
more important motivation. Every family 
is different, unique. If I ever doubt that, I 
have to lock at my own family. 

Early in 1976 when the news reporters 
first recognized where Plains, Georgia, was 
and what it was, they were interviewing my 
brother, Billy, at his service station and 
there had been some stories around town 
— all false, of course — that Billy was 
something of a character and they were 
trying to probe what Billy was. And he 
said, ^'Listen. Tve got one sister almost 50 
years old who spends every weekend on a 
motorcycle." He said, **rve got another 
sister not quite so old who's a Holy Roller 
preacher. Tve got a mother that joined the 
Peace Corps when she was 63 yrrrs old.** 
He said, 'Tve got a brother who thinks he's 
going to be President of the United 



States." He said, 'Tin the only sane one in 
the whole family." 

"A Strong and Loving Family" 

I would guess that each one of you can tell 
a story about the members of your family 
thai would show the uniqueness of the 
interrelationship among those who are dif- 
ferent, but who love one another. In fact, 1 
was very fortunate in my family. 1 grew up 
in a strong and a loving family. And 1 had 
the extra benefit of an extended family in 
Plains. About seven miles south of Plains is 
a cemetery where my wife's grandparents 
are buried; the first one buried there was 
born in 1787. About seven miles north of 
Plains is the Carter family cemetery, and 
my ancester, Wiley Carter, who is buried 
there, was born in 1798. We have not 
moved far. 

And I had a community of friends who 
wished me well as a child, and who gave me 
strength, who gave me support, who gave 
me confidence, who gave me encourage- 
ment. And wheta Rosalynn and I were 
married almost 34 year • ago, we tried to 
pattern our own family o*i the family style 
of our parents and our grandparents. Our 
deepest joys together now are when the 
other members of our family can join us. 
We have always shared the same hard 
work, the same pleasures, the same pains, 
the same successes, the »ame failures, the 
same excitement the same boredom, with 
each other. We have had our problems, we 
had our struggles, we have had our sad- 
nesses; I have to admit that we have even 
had some arguments. It hasn*t hurt our 
family. In fact, those exciting experiences, 
some ;^ood and some bad, have 
strengthened our family ties. 

"United through TKal" 

A very beautiful picture in microcosm of a 
nation: the troubles, trials, tribulations, 
tests, boredom, excitement, achievement, 
disappointment — uniRed through trial 
into a stronger nation. Every family has 
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similar experiences with ours. I know that 
we were very lucky, and we still are. When 
we think of families ordinarily we think of 
brothers atad sisters, and a father and a 
mother, with grandparents and uncles and 
aunts and nephews and nieces and cousins 
perhaps. That is a standard that has been 
heJd up by many traditions, including of 
course the Judeo-Christian tradition, and 
also by thousands of years of human ex- 
perience. 

"The Essence of Family Life" 

But that same tradition and that same cx- 
c>erience teaches us that there is really no 
such thing as a perfect family, or one that 
should be used as a standard for all other 
families. We find the essence of family life 
in the universal need for mutual support, 
for nuturing a safe haven for children and 
for old people, and for love; a love that 
doesn't always ask questions or impose 
qualifications on others before it is given, a 
kind of unselfish love. 

People need that love, just as surely as 
people need food and shelter, and air to 
breathe. That love can be found, obvi- 
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ously, in many differenl circumstances. 
For instance, Rosalynn's was a family of 
sorrow: when she was 13 years old, her 
father died. Her mother had four little 
children. She worked in the school cafe- 
teria, and she was a seamstress for the 
other, more prosperous ladies of the com- 
munity. Later on she got a job in the post 
office and she kept her family together. 

"lb Help Struggling Families" 

There were a lot of other single parent 
families in Plains, probably 35 or 40, out of 
a population of just a few dozen. I saw the 
struggle they had emotionally and finan- 
cially to keep their family together, and to 
keep their family strong. And I promised 
myself, when I entered politics as a state 
senator, and later when I was Governor 
and running for President, to help struggl- 
ing families like that have a better chance. 

I also saw families, black and white, that 
worked hard but never quite had enough. 
I saw the strength that the family ties gave 
them as they struggled. And I saw men and 
women who reached the time in years 
when they deserved and had earned a 
secure retirement, but they had all too 
little to sustain them in those later years. I 
vowed to do something about those kind of 
families too, if I ever had a chance. 

You, friends and delegates to this White 
House Conference on Fu.nilies, we have a 
chance to help those kin^s of families, and 
also at the same time to help every single 
family in America. To do that we must face 
up to the real changes in our society, 
changes that present both new problems 
and, at the same time, new opportunities. 

"Still the Center of Existence" 

Some of us come from a history and an 
ethnic background where the family is still 
the center of existence, where the own- 
ership of a home and to care for one 
another is paramount. Others come from 
a less rigidly structured family environ- 
ment, where there's more freedom and 
more movement and more mobility, where 
children arc not wedded so deeply to their 
parents in their later years. 

More of our people are living longer. 
More women, particularly more mothers, 
are working now outside the home. There 
are more single-parent households be- 
cause of divorce or death. Our people are 
more mobile. The avc age person lives in a 
particular place now less than five years. 



"Additional Burdens on 
Family Life" 

People are uprooted. Television — that 
electronic version of the man who ' amo to 
dinner and never went home — aiiccts 
families in ways that we are only beginning 
to understand. Inflation and recession 
both put additional burdens on family life. 
Problems like drugs, alcohol, unwanted 
pregnancies, even suicide have reached 
down to members of a family wh:? are 
younger and younger. Tragic instances of 
family violence remind us that the bonds 
of kinship don't automatically make 
families a place of nurturing one another. 
Most violent crimes a]^ainst a person are 
committed among those who know each 
other and often love each other. 

Some laws, some government policies, 
tend to disrupt family structures. It's easy 
to list the problems associated with a mod- 
ern, fast-changing, technological world, 
but ive must not overlook th:? iiiiprove- 
ments that have been made in family life 
since I was a child and many of you were 
children. 

Much of the death and disease that once 
stalked childhood — such as polio and 
diptheria, typhus and typhoid — is now 
either conquered or greatly reduced. 

More cf our people are better educated 
than ever before. 

My father didn't finish high school. 
Neither did {lis father, nor:; . other in our 
family for five or sire generations L^ick. 
More families have a chance to share cul- 
tural, and leisure activities now then be- 
fore. This was once a privilege of the few. 
Even 40 years ago, when I was still living 
on the farm, the work day was 16 or 17 or 
18 hours. And with the sweatshops and the 
long working hours in the urban areas, 
there was very iittle time for a family to be 
together, because the breadwinner had to 
be on the job. 

"More Free Today" 

We have made great progress in this coun- 
try, against racial discrimination, sexual 
discrimination, age discrimination, and we 
are fighting to make more progress. Both 
men and women are more free today to 
fulfill their own and their family's needs in 
new and exciting and challenging ways. 
Many fathers have discovered for instance, 
the joys and responsibilities of being with 
their children more. 

Family ties are based on more than 



blood kinship. There are also kinships of 
shared experience and shared dreams and 
shared joys and sorrows. Most of all, they 
are based on love, love that can span vast 
distances and also span the barrier be- 
tween generations. Families are or should 
be the first place that we learn. As Jim Guy 
quoted me, it is the first school. We can 
learn how to live in harmony and helpful- 
ness with one another, and nourish the 
individuality of those who live in the same 
home; respect one another, even though 
we are different. 

"Leani to Care and to Nurture" 

It is the first place that wc learn to care and 
to nurture the child, and to recognize its 
centrality in any society — that has always 
been the special responsibility of the fam- 
ily. It is here that the motivation and the 
morals and goals of a life are first shaped. 
Habits that one carries through adulthood 
are quite often formed at a very early age 
in the family. In family life wc also find 
roots of crime and failure, and quite often 
a lifetime of health problems are started at 
an early age within the family. They are 
also roots of good habits and achievements 
and happiness, and a pattern of whether 
or not we arc concerned about others or 
just about ourselves. 

I hope that we will come out of this 
conference with a reaffirmation of families 
as a fundamental huilding block of our 
society. I hope we will unite aro: nd a 
commitment to strengthen and not 
weaken fa^nilies, to help and not hinder 
families, to lift families up and not drag 
them down. 

Four years ago, I called for this confer- 
ence because I was deeply concerned ihrA 
official America has lost touch with family 
America — and I don't mean just govern- 
ment, but the private sector, the news 
media and all its ramifications need to be 
reminded of the importance of and the 
problems of and the opportunities of and 
the challenge of American families. 

Catalyst for a 
New Awareness" 

How many of our modern-day problems 
can be resolved if just a little could be done 
in each family to make it stronger? I want 
the conference to be a catalyst for a new 
awareness in the government which I 
head, and also in the state and local gov- 
ernments throughout the nation, of the 
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importance of families and the needs of 
; families and for a period of intense reas- 
s^^ programs and policies. Where 

t government is helpful to families, let it be 
Strengthened. Where government is 
harmful to families, let it be changed. And 
what you recommend will be studied very 
carefully. No one wants government inter- 
ference in our personal affairs. We don't 

, want government in our kitchens, in our 
bedrooms, in our living rooms, monitor- 
ing — certainly not controlling — family 
life. 

Bui we i^now that regardless of that 
commitment that government does touch 
our families through the tax system, public 
education. Social Security, health, hous- 
ing, human services, transportation — 
government touches our families. 
, As a nation, we are faced with serious 
problems both at home and abroad and 
almost every one of those problems that we 
addressed has a direct effect on an indi- 
vidual family. The solution we've worked 
out will either strengthen or weaken those 
families — as I deal with inflation, as we 
bring down interest rates — it touches 
every family in this country. When we 
create jobs, it helps the families of this 
countiy 

When we improve education, it helps' 
every family Better health care: it helps 
every family. When we insist on equal Jus- 
tice under the law, or ecual riglits under 
the Constitution, for fc:irpeop!e, we have 
helped the American family. And when we 
work for a secure nation and a peaceful 
world, we help the American Family. 

^'Creative and 
Compassionate Solutions'' 

This country is looking to you in this Con- 
ference for constructive suggestions on 
how our society can help, not just govern- 
ment, but the entire society, in all its public 
and private aspects^ how we jointly can 
help American families of all kinds, I hope 
that you will recommend specifically 
things that the government can do or stop 
doing in order to strengthen families, but I 
hope you will go much deeper. Look for 
creative and compassionate solutions to 
the problems of families that have already 
been presented by those hundreds of 
thousands of Americans, and those that] 
will be. presented to you, directly or indi-' 
rectly, through these three conferences, 
and then consider who can best carry out 
your recommendations, or how these rec- 



ommendations can be carried out* 

I hope that you will search your own 
hearts and minds to see what non- 
governmental institutions might help with 
family life. Colleges, universities, other 
eleomosynary institutions, churches, 
synagogues, have already done very much. 
And as you know, certain denominations, 
or certain religious faiths, concentrate 
specifically on families as a major, perma- 
nent object. It will be good to remind all of 
the churches that if they deal with family 
life their ultimate goals are more likely to 
be realized. 

i liope that we will consider not just the 
troubled families, but the families that are 
okay now and might be troubled in the 
future. And I think the most important 
thing, perhaps, for us to remember is that 
the members of the family themselves are 
the most likely ones to make the best and 
the right decisions about their own lives. 

"A New Sensitivity" 

I have no doubt we can make our country a 
better place to rear a family. Starting today 
we can help imbue our nation and its in- 
stitutions with a new appreciation and- a 
new sensitivity about families. We can 
build an America of stronger families, and 
an America where home is a place of love 
and stability, where children are nurtured 
to a resjjonsible citizenship; where hus- 
bands and wives can share love and 
growth; an America where in the home 
basic religion and ethical values are taught 
to children at an earlv age, and where they 
are lived by example for the children to 

obser\'e a» . heir elders; an America 

where each family is a wellspring of racial 
and ethnic and religious understanding, 
where people who look differently within 
the community from the members of the 
family are embraced, not only as neigh- 
bors, but as brothers and sisters. We can 
build an Americ.i where parents are 
partners with the schools in education. We 
can build an America where the tasks of 
the family life are valued and recognized 
as very important work. We can build an 
America where employees don't have to 
make the horrible choice between respon- 
sibilities as workers on the one hand, and 
responsibilities as parents on the other. 

We can build an America where the 
powerful forces of inevitable change in a 
modern life don't endanger the basic 
structure of family life, but strengthen the 
foundation of family life. And we can build 
an America where the policies of our na- 
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tional life as a family grow out of the needs 
of niillionsof individual families that make 
up our great nation. 

'^Notjust a Report 
on the Shelves" 

I will do all I can to ensure that your work 
does not end just as a report on the shelves 
in Washington. I'd like to remind you that 
in the past, there have been very few While 
House Conferences. When there have 
been White House Conferences, they have 
almost invariably spurred this countr)' to 
major and constructive change. 

Your deliberations and those that will 
follow in Minneapolis and Los Angeles 
are, therefore, extremely important. 

Certainly American families face diffi- 
culties and they look to us for strength and 
support in the 1980s. Your recommenda- 
tions will be very important, but in the 
enthusiasm that has already gone into this 
event and the care with which it has been 
prepared, we can already see something 
else: W^e can see strength of American 
families. 

American families have been tested. 
They've survived. They are strong. They 
are there to be strengthened further and 
we can see the commitment of Americans 
to their own families and to their national 
family. And we can see the love that will 
provide a better future for every family in 
our land. 

Those are the things that we can see 
together. Those are the goals that we'll 
establish together, and I hnve no doubt 
that this White House Conference on 
Families will transform our nation into a 
place where the hopes and the ideals and 
the spirit and the commitment and the 
love of America will all be made stronger in 
the years to come. 



ERIC 



238 • White House Conference on Families 




Publications List White 
House Conference on 
Families 



Delegate Workbooks 

Families and Economic Well-Being, 

PP - . . . * 

Issue oriented workbook providing a 

factual introduction and highlighting state 

recommendations in five specific areas: 

economic pressures, familiesand work, tax 

policies, income security and status of 

home makers. 

Families: Challenges and 
Responsibilities, iii pp. 

Issue oriented workbook providing a 
factual introduction and highlighting state 
recommendations in six specific areas: 
preparations for marriage and family life, 
specific supports for families, parents and 
children^ substance abuse, family violence 
and aging. 

Families and Human Needs. loo pp. 

Issue oriented workbook providing a 
factual introduction and highlighting state 
recommendations in five specific areas: 
education, housing, health, child care and 
handicapping conditions. 

Families and Major Institutions. 65 pp. 

Issue oriented workbook providing a 
factual introduction and highlighting state 
recommendations in four specific areas: 
government, media^ community 
institutions and the judiciary. 

National Hearings Summary. Various 
pagings. 

Suminarizcs and analyzes the results of 
natio izl hearings sponsored by the WHCF 
in seven ciies from September 1979 to 
January 19 30 

State Summaries 

Summary of State Reports. VoL i 130 pp. 

State conference recommendations of 
those states attending the Baltimore 
WHCF. 



Summary of Sute Reports. Vol. 2 147 pp. 
State conference recommendations of 
those states attending the Minneapolis 
WHCE 

Summary of State Reports. Vol. ^ 166 pp. 
State conference recommendations of 
those states attending the Los Angeles 
WHCF. 

Summary of State Reports. Addendum, 132 
pp. 

State conference recommendations 
submitted or revised after our printing 
deadline. 

National Organizations Issues Resource 
Book. Unpaged. 

Recommendations and position papers 
of 150 national organizations with an 
interest in the WHCF and family policy 
questions. 

Listening to America's Families. 25 pp. 

Provides an introduction to the WHCF: 
its origins, goals, process, issues, and key 
personnel. Includes a calendar of 
Conference activities. 

Newsletters 

This irregularly issued newsletter 
chronicles the development of the 
WHCF 

Vol. /, no, I August 1979. Contains 
President Carter's July 20, 1979 remarks 
on the WHCF with biographical notes on 
the 41 presidentially appointed National 
Advisory Committee (NAC) members 
and officers. Outlines the goals set by the 
NAC at its first meeting and lists the state 
coordinators and members of the 
Coalition for the White House 
Conference on Families. 

Vol. /, no. 2 November 1979. Summarizes 
the hearings held in Kansas, Tennessee 
and Colorado, the September state 
coordinators meeting, the September 7th 
NAC meeting and the national 
organizations briefing of September 11th. 
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^0fL 1, no, s January jg8o. Discusses the 
'-■4^tf process guidelines and 
ixequiremenu including delegate 
;^>eIection, charts scheduled activities in 
;':.i;€ach state, and summarizes the issues 
:^|nused during the District of Columbia, 
[liXicmnecticut and Michigan WHCF 
■^^^ational l^earings. 

;|yo/. 7, no, 4 February igSo. Recapitulates 
vij^tate accomplishments to date and charts 
*ii^activities in each state. Describes the 
^ hearings, and forthcoming 

National Research Forum on Family 
{; Issues and activities sponsored by other 
. ; Federal agencies in conjunction with the 
• ;WHCE 

VoL I, no. 5 March ig8o. Outlines key 
events on the WHCF spnng calendar, 
charts final state activities, and describes 
the at-large delegate selection process 
approved by the NAC. 

VoL I, no, 6 May ig8o. Analyzes the issues 
raised and the delegates selected at the 
state conferences, summarizes the results 
of the April-4th NAC meeting and the 
National Research Forum on Family 
. Issues. 

Vol /, no. 2 June zgSo. Describes the 
Baltimore WHCF agenda, the state 
recommendations and the results of the 
Gallup Organization's n*nional survey, 
American Families — ICSO. 

Vol /, no, 8 June /p, igSo. Provides the 
full text of the Baltimore recommenda- 
tions with an analysis of the voting. 
Excerpts the President's opening remarks 
and reprints news items relating to the 
Conference. 

VoL /, no, g July lo, ig8o. Reprints the full 
text of the Minneapolis WHCF 
recommendations with an analysis of the 
voting and. samples of the press coverage. 

VoL /, no. lo August ig8o. Reprints the full 
text of the Los Angeles WHCF 
recommendations with an analysis of the 
voting. Lists the top recommendations 
from the three Conferences and also 
pitivides press items about the Los 
Angeles Conference. 

Above poMications can be obtained by 
writing to: 

Superintenden.t of Documents 

The United States Government Printing 

Office 

Washington, D.C. 20401 



The following items have iK^en 
published in conjunction with 
the White House Conference 
on Families: 

American Families — ig8o: A Summary of 
Findings. Princeton: Gallup Organization, 
1980. 55 pp. Processed. 
This public opinion survey explores 
American attitudes toward families and 
the relationship of family life to 
government, business, media and other 
major institutions, and assesses how 
government and other major private 
institutions help, hurt or ignore families. 
Available from the WHCF. Unabridged 
edition available from American 
Research Corporation, P.O. Box 7849, 
Newport Beach, CA 92660 for $49.00 
plus $2.00 handling. 

Bureau of the Census. Americar. Families 
and Living Arrangements. Washington, 
1980. 18 pp. 

Provides a graphic overview of selected 
recent family trends in marriage, fertility, 
divorce, living arrangements and family 
economics. 

S/N 003-001-91517-1. $2.00. Available 
from GPO. 

Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. How Well Are W? Housed! 
6. Large Households. V/ashington, 1980. 
9 pp. 

Contains statistics 3n large households 
and a profile of their tenure and the 
physical characteristics of their housing 
with analysis by race, geographical 
distribution and income. 
S/N 023-000-0624-3. $1.50. Available 
from GPO. 

Housing Our Families. Washington, 1980. 
Reports the results of a national study on 
restrictive rental practices against 
fa^nilies with children and identifies key 
l'.*gal issues and pending legislation on 
this problem. Examines HUD programs 
serving families with children and how 
these programs can be improved. 
Available from HUD User, PO. Box 280, 
Germantown, Maryland 20767 
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National Institute of Mental Health. 
Families Today. NIMH Science Mongraph 
no. 1. Washington, 1979. 
Volume I: Contains articles on the family 
as an enduring unit, marriage and 
divorce, parents and children, and 
families and the outside world. 484 pp. 
S/N 017-000-00955-5. $6.50. Available 
from GPO. 

Volume II: Presents articles under the 
broad categories of families in distress, 
mental illness and the family, and 
strengthening the family. 529 pp. 
S/N 017-000-00956-3. $8.00. Available 
from GPO. 

U.S. Government Printing Office. 
Families lod'V^ Bibliography. Washington, 
1980.8 pp. 

This bibliography lists publications 
available from the Government Printing 
Office on family topics. 
Available free of charge from the White 
House Conference on Families or the 
Government Printing Office. 

Audio- Visual Materials 

An updated version of the audio-visual 
presentation, shown at each conference 
and produced by Clay Nixon, is now avail- 
able as a film for use by groups working on 
WHCF implementation. Contact the 
WHCF. Also available for limited use are 
copies of an NBC documentary on the 
WHCF and other television coverage of 
the Conference. _ 
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Alternative Ranking 
qf Recommendations: 

Ranking by "Yes" voles has been included in the body of the final report and in Conference 
newsletters. Delegates, however, had an opportunity to vote approval or disapproval for a 
recommendation and to indicate the degree of intensity for their approval or disapproval. 
For purposes of comparison, the following cables indicate the top 20 recommendations for 
each Conference, caking into account intensity levels compared with "Yes** vote rankings. In 
order to measure intensity i.e., degree of support for or opposition to a recommenda- 
tion, a four point scale was used in the count: strongly agree (4 points), moderately agree 
(3 points), moderately disagree (2 points) and strongly disagree (1 point). This analysis 
was developed by Hariette Pipes McAdoo, a member of the National Advisory Commit- 
tee. 

Baltimore Conference 



Ranking by 


Recommendation 


Ranking by 


«YES'* Vote 


Number 


Weighted Vote 


1 


26 


3 


2 


32 


1 


3 


9 


2 


4 


6 


5.5 


5 


19 


7 


6 


13 


9.5 


7 


29 


10 


6 


33 


4 


9 


14 


6 


10 


30 


9 


11 


44 


11 


12 


47 


16 


13 


37 


14 


14 


3 


12 


15 


27 


16 


16 


n 


20 


17 


22 


13 


16 


46 


17 


16 


19 


19 


20 


31 


19 
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Ranldiigby 
**YES''Vote 



Recommendation 
Number 



Ranking by 
Weighted Vote 



1 


40 


1 


2 


56 


2 


3 


26 


3 




51 


4 




27 


5 




44 


7 




32 


6 


• 


30 


6 




46 


10 


10 


53 


14 


11 


34 


0 


12 


43 


12 


13 


45 


13 


14 


31 


11 


15 


7 


10 


16 


20 


15 


17 


4 


21 


16 


6 


23 


10 


10 


17 


20 


21 


16 



Los Angeles Conference 



Ranking by Recommendation Ranking by 

"YES" Vote Number Weighted Vote 

1 34 1 

2 46 2 

3 46 4 

4 50 3 

5 47 5 

6 35 12 

7 52 5 
0 20 6 
0 6 0 

10 0 7 

11 4 6 

12 56 10 

13 22 0 

14 55 14 

15 50 15 

16 13 17 

17 60 11 
16 57 16 
10 17 16 
20 51 22 
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The Shepard's Center 
Ibnnessee 

Governor and Mrs. Lamar Alexander 
Mayor Wythe Chandler, Memphis 
Mayor Richard Fulton, Nashville 
Mayor William Morris, Shelby County 
Senator Howard Baker 
Senator Jim Sasser 
Congressman Pobin Beard 
Congressman William Boner 
Congresswoman Marilyn Lloyd Bouquard 
Congressman Harold Ford 
Congressman Albert Gore, Jr. 
Congressman Ed Jones 
The Honorable Ned Ray McWherter 
Sara Craig, PRO, DHHS, and her stafl 
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Lisa Barnes, Siaie Coordinator 

Ray Algce» Cook Convention Center 

Family and Children's Services 

Harris-HiHiT>an School 

National Archives 

Southwestern University, Memphis 

Darrel A^ins 

Lisa Barnes 

Rick Barton 

Janice BoBo 

Burl hoy^^n 

Josie Biirson 

Colorado 

Governor Richard Lamm 
Lt. Gc^v^rncr Nancy Dick 
Mayor VViHiani McNichftIs, Denver 
CongrcsSWon>an Patricia Schrocder 
Wellington Webb. PRO, DHHS 
State Rep- Polly Baca 
State Rep- Richard Castro 
Jeanne Brooks 
Roz Duman 

Charles E Jate n 

John Mosely 

Judy Samuels 

Bernic Valdez 

Colson Family j^^z Band 

Michael Call 

Ray Coffee 

Margaret Dichtel 

Rodney Haitiniond 

Joe Hill 

George Kimble 

Sally Lcvinc 

David McDole 

Victoria Mecyssnc 

Willie Miles 

Owen Mitchell 

Gay Moskowiix 

Kate MulHns 

Kittie Mya" 

Mose Pleasure 

Will Rogers 

Susan Sanford 

MayShayne 

Kitty Smith 
Jim Thompson 
Ron Walter 

District of Columbia 

Secretary Patricia Harris, DHHS 



Mayor Marion Barry, District of Columbia 
Senator Alan Cranston ^ 
Congressman Paul Simon 
James Mellody, PRO/DHHS, Philadelphia 

and his staff 
Arrington Dixon, DC City Council 
Karl Banks 
Rita Buckley 
Betty Hubbell 
Suzanne Martinez 
Vicky Otten 
Wilhelmina Rolark 
Audrey Rowe 
Robert Cos^ello 
Len Schwartz 
Parent-Children Program 
Runaway Center 

Shelter for Abused and Homeless Women 
Michigan 

Governor William Millikcn 
Mayor Coleman Young, Detroit 
Mayor David Shepherd, Oak Park 
Maryann MahalTey, Deputy Chair, WHCF; 

Chair, Prc Tcni, Detroit City Council 
Senator Donald Ricgle, Jr. 
Senator Carl Levin 
Representative James Blanchard 
Representative David Bonior 
Representative William Brodhcad 
Representative Bob Carr 
Representative Lucien Nedzi 
Representative David Stockman 
Chris Cohen, PRO/DHHS, Chicago, 
and his staff 

Arlenc Altman 
Daryl Cook 
Peggy Daitch 
Dr. Morris Dunbar 
Jean Findlater 
Lilliari Hatcher 
Janet Johnson 
Darlene Jones 
Dr Willie Kimmons 
Francis Mallgrave 
Betty Moore 
Joanne Sncll 
Willis Tabor 
Owen Turner 

American Association of University 
Women 
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^ Mayor Charles Royer, Seattle 
'■'y Mayor Betty Edmundson, Yakima 
Congressman Norman Dicks 

Bernard E. Kelly. PRO/DHHS. Seattle. 

and his staff 
^corge P. Behan 
Harvey Chester 
^iane Dalton 
I>avid Miller 
Lenny Wilkens 

Conferences 

each our Conference sites, we were 
Welcomed and assisted by many individu- 
als arsd organizations. We wish to express 
our appreciation to the citizens of Balti- 
"lore, Minneapolis and Los Angeles for 
their warm reception and hospitality. We 
also wish to thank, in particular, the follow- 
'^g people "Who provided specific help in 
conducting the Conferences. 

Baltimore 

Mayor William Donald Schaefer and his 
•excellent staff 

^he Baltimore Convention Center. 

its staff and especially Peg Daidakis » 
Baltimore Hilton 
Baltimore Holiday Inns 
Sheraton Johns Hopkins 
^ord Baltimore 

Sally Michel. State Coordinator 
Baltimore Police Department 
James Mellody. PRO/DHHS 
^n Schwartz. Philadelphia 
Rita Buckley 

Janice Hutchins. Volunteer Coordinator 

f^ountain Sullivan. Volunteer Coordinator 

QuintonXawson 

Karen Little 

^>lHam Servaz 

bifida Sherman 

Charles Vann 

Suzann O'Hatnick 

Bruce Knauff ^ 

W^gh Carey 

Madlaine Romero 

Social Security Administration 

Wealth Care Financing Administration 

^neral Services Administration 

^^terans Administration 

f'on McHenry 



Minneapolis 

Governor Albert H. Quie 
Mayor Donald Fraser and his staff. 
Minneapolis 

Mayor George Latimer and his staff. 
St. Paul 

Dean Honetschlager. WHCF Minnesota 
Advisory Committee 

Christopher B. Cohen. PRO/DHHS. 
Chicago 

Kathleen McNellis 

Donald Baldwin 

Jane Crouch 

Marilyn Bryant 

Thelma Gilliam ^ 

Barbara Barduson 

Eugene Hunstiger. Minneapolis 

Social Security Office 
Ronald V. Kenitz. Federal Executive 

Board, Twin Cities 

Judge Everett Hammarstrom. Bureau of 
Hearings and Appeals 

Veterans Administration 
Los Angeles 

Mayor Thomas Bradlev Los Angeles 
Yvonne Braithwaite Burke, Supervisor. 

County of Los Angeles 
Grace M. Davis. Deputy Mayor of 

Los Angeles 
Mario Obledo. Secretary. Health 8c 

Welfare. California 
Laura Yanes. State Coordinator 
Devra Lupowitz 
Herman Lewis 
Sally Gutierrez 

Gloria Chavez and the United ^ 

Neighborhoods Organizations 
Lily Chen 
Gloria Molina 
Steve Stratton 
Timothy Shaughnessy 
Matthew Woods 
Kay Foley 
Michael Schiff 

Los Angeles Federal Executive Board 
Department of the Navy 
Department of the Air Force 
Disneyland Jazz JlJinors 
Compton Youth Orchestra 
Twentieth Century-Fox 

Celebrations of Families 
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was enriched by the cultural Celebration 
of Families in each of our three Confer- 
ence cities and Washington, D.C. With the 
help of the National Endowment for the 
Arts, local performers and artists enter- 
tained the delegates at each Conference. 
These events portrayed and reflected the 
strengths and cultural diversities of 
families. 

We wish to thank Livingston Biddle, 
Paul Asciola, and the National Endow- 
ment for the Arts, the local Arts Councils, 
the hundreds of talented performers, and 
the following companies and individuals 
who contributed to the excitement of these 
celebrations. 

Baltimore Celebration of Families 

Mayor William Donald Schaefer and StafF 

Helen Quackenbush and the 
Morris-Mechanic Theatre < 

Ms. June Thorne, Producer 

'Allegheny Pepsi-Cola Bottling Company 

Burger King Corporation 

Cafe de Artiste 

Federation of Milk Producers 

Food Marketing Institute 

Georgia Peanut Commission 

United Fresh Fruit and Vegetables 
Association/Maryland Division 

Wine Institute 

Karen Little 

Sylvester Campbell, Maryland Ballet 
Company 

Nathan Carter, Morgan State University 

Choir 
Ethel Ennis 

Ann Saslav, Baltimore Symphony 
Maria Morales, Spanish Dancers 
Louise Wiener 

Samuel Wilson, Arena Players 

Minneapolis Celebration of Families 

Mayor Donald Fraser and Stall* 

The Minneapolis Arts Commission, 
Melisande Charles, Director 

General Mills, Inc. 

The IDS Center 

Ms. Colleen Kelly, Producer 

Ms. Lynn Kremer-Babcock, Producer 

Austin P. Sullivan, Vice President of Public 

Affairs, General Mills, Inc. 
David Nasby, Directorof Community and 

Civic Affairs, General Mills, Inc. 

Padilla and Speer 

Oxford Development Company 



Marquette Hotel 

The American Swedish Spelmans Trio 
The Dolina Polish Folk Dancers 
El Ballet Folklorico de Minnesota 
The Minnesota Ethnic Dance Theatre 
The Happy Wanderers 
Heart of the Beast 
JCL Dancers 

Minnesota Vocal Jazz Ensemble 
Sabathani Choir 
Sounds of Blackness 
The Tappers 

Ukranian Dance Company 

Native. American Dancers 

Los Angeles Celebration of Families 

Mayor Thomas Bradley and Staff 

Rodney Punt, Director, Cultural AfTairs 
Department, Los Angeles 

Disneyland 

Representative Tony Coelho 
Association of Produce Dealers 
Fresh Produce Dealers 
Paul Masson Vineyard 
Ralph's Grocery Company 
Sun-Maid Raisins 
George Milan 
Allen Egan 
John La Pinta 
Bill Vestal 

Las Angelinas del Pueblo de Los Angeles 

Las Angelinas, Mayor's Office, City of 
Los Angeles 

Frie nds of the J u nior Arts Ce nter, Cu Itu ral 
Affairs Department 

The David Ceballos Mariachis 

Carolina Russek Dancers 

Los Angeles Mime Guild 

R*Wanda Lewis Afro-American Dancers 

Kinarra Taico Drummers of 
Temple Senshin 

Aman Folk Ensemble 

Smithsonian Reception 
Celebrating Families 

Wilton Dillon and the Smithsonian 
Institution 

Adventure Theatre 

Almaden Vineyard 

Archaesus Productions 

Buckles 

Chuckles 

Eric Bass Puppets 

Georgetown Day School 



;r ^Grand/Union 

Mann Potato Chip Company 
: McDonald's Corporation 

Patti-Cakes 

Ridgcwell's Caterers 

Solo Cups 

Contributors 

A large number of people shared their 
expertise and experience with us in the 
form of papers, studies and other informa- 
tion. These proved invaluable in the de- 
velopment of Conference issue materials. 
In particular we would like to acknowledge 
the contributions of the following: 

American Association of Retired Persons 

Dr. Edward Ansello 
Center for Aging 
University ofMaryland 

Dr. David Bieeel 

Neighborhood and Family Services 
Pioject 

Washmgton Public Affairs Center 

Mrs. Virginia Burke 

Office ofAffirmative Employment 

Programs 
Office of Personnel Management 

Dr. Phillip Clay 

Department of Urban Studies and 
rlanning 

Massachusetts Institute of Technology 

Mr. Victor Cohen 

Office of Drug Abuse Policy 

The White House 

Mrs. Lucy Eddinger 

Office of Adolescent Pregnancy Program 
Department of Health and Human 
cervices 

Dr. Edith Grotberg 

Director, Research, Demonstration and 

Evaluation Division 
Administration for Children, Youth and 

Families 

Ms. Wilma Hazen 

Center for the Family 

American Home Economics Association 

Mr. Jim Herrell 

NaUonal Center on Child Abuse and 
Neglect, Children's Bureau, ACYF 

Dr. Ruth Hubbell 
Family Impact Seminar 

Dr. Aeolian Jgckson 

Research, Demonstration and Evaluation 
Division, ACYF 

Elizabeth A. Keith 

National Community Action Agency 
Executive Directors Association 



Dr. Toye Lee Lewis 

Office of Human Development Services 

Dr. Kenneth Maniha 

Evaluation Branch 

Social Security Administration 

Dr. Arthur Naparstak 
Director, Washington Public Affairs 
Center 

University of Southern California 

National Center on Child Abuse and 
Neglect, ACYF 

Dr. Lulu Mae Nix 

Director, Office of Adolescent Pregnancy 
Program 

Arthur Norton 
Population Division 
Bureau of the Census 

Ms. Peggy O'Kane 

Office of Planning and Evaluation 

Health Servir^^s Administration 

Mr. C. A. Robertson 
Office of Policy * 
Department of Commerce 

Dr. Bettv Ruppert 

Research, Development and Evaluation 
Division, ACYF 

Walter R. Stromquist 

Formerly with Office of Tax Analysis 

Department of Treasury 

Dr. Cecilia Sudia 
Social Science Research Analyst 
Research, Demonstration ana Evaluation 
Division, ACYF 

Rowan Wakefield 

Wakefield Washington Associates, Inc. 

Mrs. Delmar Weathers / 
Supervision of the Adoption Branch, 
ACYF 

Ms. June Zeitlin 

Office on Domestic Violence, ACYF 

We wish to express our appreciation to 
Sheila Kammerman and Alfred Kahn for 
their participation in the Research Forum 
and the three Conferences. We also wish to 
acknowledge the support of the German 
Marshall Fund which made their partici- 
pation possible. 

Our thanks to the Control Data Corpora- 
tion for providing vote tabulating services 
at all three Conferences, and to Joseph 
Shepard and his Control Data colleagues 
fc their outstanding efforts under ex- 
treme pressure. • 

Our thanks go to the following for their 
help in assembling the photographs for 
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this report: Clay Nixon; Nicholas 
Karanikas and Norman Tavan of HHS 
photo services; Ron Thomas of Design 
Collaborative; Milt Gipson; Bernhard 
Schopper; Stephanie Braime; Lawrence 
Rudman; the National Institute for Drug 
Abuse; the Departments of Labor and 
HUD; and the Architect of the Capitol. 

We would like to acknowledge the excel- 
lent work of Design Communication Col- 
laborative in preparing this report. We 
especially v ;nt to thank Ron Thomas, 
Derick Moore and Clarissa Parker for a 
superb performance under vefy tight 
timelines. Linda v dorisio and Neweli 
Quinton of the Wh' e House Office of 
Administratioi. and Buddy Harris and 
staff provided irieplaceable assistance in 
the timely production of the report. The 
illustrations are by Annie Lunsford. 
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Coitfcrence Staffs 



The 

achievements of the 
White House 
Conference on Families 

couldnt have been 
accomplished uithout 

the dedication, 
efficiency and loyalty of 

an extraordinary 
talented staff willing to 

ivork long, 
uncompensated hours, 
alivays under tight 
deadlines. 

Judge Norman Fcnton. 
NAC Nfcmbcr 



JohnL. C^arr 

Executive Director 

Priscilla Hilliard 

Deputy Direttor of the Conference for Is- 
sues 

Barbara £ Warden 

Deputy Direaorof the Conference for Proc- 
ess 

Fran Eizenstat 

Direaor of Planning 

W^liam H. Noack 

Direaor of Public Affairs 

Joan D. Ratteray 

Director of National Advisory Committee 
Liaison 

Administrative Staff 

Mark A. Hogarth 
Travel Coordinator 

Betty Little 

Administrative Coordinator 
Betty M. Portugill 

Administrative Assistant lo the Director 

Issues Staff 

Priscilla Hilliard 
Director of Issues 

Charlene M. Clark 
Secretary 

Mary E Cole 
Issues Specialist 

Har\'ey C. Dzodin 

Counsel and Issues Specialist 

Vanessa C. Hooker 
Secretary 

Norma J. Payne 
Issues Specialist 

National Advisory Committee 
Liaison and At-Large Delegate 
Selection 

Joan D. Ratteray 
Director 



Planning Staff 

Fran Eizenstat 
Director 

Stephanie L. Braime 
Logistics Assbtant 

Mildred A. Friedli* 
Planning Specialist 

Judy M. Hagopian* 
Planning Specialist 

Linda A. Murray 
Adminbtrative Assistant 

Nina M. Sazer 

Los Angeles Conference Coordinator 

Harriett M. Stonehill 
Planning Specialbt 

Pamela K. Zinn* 
Logistics Coordinator 

Process Staff 

Barbara E Warden 
Director of Process 

Deborah A. Andersc «i 
Secretary 

Bonnie M. Cowan 
Regional Coorndin :itor 

Ronald T DalK** 
Special Projects 

Frank Fuentesi,Jn* 

Regional Cooirdinaior, bu'nuioic CX infer- 
ence Coordinator 

Rebecca T Gates 
Regional Coordinator 

Cynthia L. Jennings* * 
Regional Coordinator 

Meiinda M. Livingston* 
Secretary 

Isabel W. Mc London 
Secretary 

Beverly A. Mitchell 

Regional Coordinator, Minneapolis Confer- 
enr:i Coordinalcir 
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Counsel 

Harvey C. Dzodin 
Public Affairs Stafif 

WTilliam H. Noack*** 
Director of Public Affairs 

Anthony J. Anastasi* 
Public Affairs Specialist 

RhodaJ. Glickman 
Public Affairs Specialist 

Michael A. Grant* 
Public Affairs Specialist 

Susan R. Hoffman 
Secretary 

Hope Y. Hunter* 
Receptionist 

Deborah L Jones* 
Secretary 

Jestyn Portugill** 
Public Affairs Consultant 

Patricia C Washington* 
Secretary 

Volunteers, Interns, Students 
and Short-Term Detailees 

Christine Brown 
Diane Crank 
Mara Crootof 
Don Dooley 
Myron Harley 
Peter Levine 
Sara Levy 
Emma McGhee 
Elizabeth Olson 
Andra Rose 
Gloria Powell 
Sara Strom 
Janice Sullivan 
Wade Wallace 
Joyce Williams 
Gary Yoshida 



Appe 



Prior to the appointment of the Confer- 
ence Chair and Executive Director, Confer- 
ence planning was inidated under the lead- 
ership of Laura A. Miller, special assistant to 
the Secrt ' :iry of Health, Educadon, and Wel- 
fare. Among the persons who left the staff 
before inajor acdvides were underway but 
made significant contribudons were: Pat- 
ricia J. Hall, Lewis Z. Koch, Jane L. Le\'ere, 
and Jerry Sutton, 

The staff of the White House Confer- 
ence on Families, working as a team, in less 
than 12 months played a key role in 14 days 
of hearings, 500 state events, a Research 
Forum, 15 briefings of national organi- 
zadons, more than 20 publicadons and re- 
ports, three White House Conferences, and 
a National Task Force. 
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Sharon Bailey. Denver I 
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